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We are very pleased to release the fifth edition of the Big Cities Health Inventory (BCHI), a compendium
of health status indicators produced in a comparative format for the 53 largest metropolitan areas in the
United States. This report fills an information gap that, despite great advances in information technology
over the past decade, still persists today. Data on the health of our communities are probably more widely
available at this time than at any point in the past. The Internet has become a vast repository of statistics
on a variety health conditions. But less progress has been made in turning these raw data into usable in-
formation, especially for the nation’s largest urban areas which face higher rates of poor health status and
racial/ethnic disparities in illness and access to health care services.

Several key principles of public health practice depend on having reliable and current information regard-
ing the health status of the community. The most obvious of these principles is evidence-based decision
making and the core science of public health, epidemiology, is grounded in the collection and analysis of
data. Perhaps an even more fundamental principle is social justice and the recognition that eliminating
health disparities is critical to improving the health of the overall population. For highly diverse urban
populations, understanding the the root causes of health disparities, including the synergistic interplay
of social and environmental stressors that contribute to the erosion of resiliency in many of our nation’s
urban communities, is necessary to accomplish this goal.

NACCHO is committed to supporting its members in advancing these principles, and the BCHI is designed
to assist Metro Forum members better understand the needs of their populations within the context of the
diverse urban environment. It is also intended that the BCHI will help focus discussion at the national level
to further efforts to both improve the information base on urban health, and address health disparities that
heavily impact urban communities.
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Introduction

The importance of having state, county and local
health-related data has been recognized in a number of
studies.”” The availability of local level data, both gen-
eral and related to specific issues, continues to improve
in this technological age.'* Among these are several re-
ports and data sources that have been produced to de-
scribe the relationship between levels of urbanization
and health."*

The purpose of this document is to focus specifically
on the health of people living in large cities in the
United States. In so doing, the report attempts to in-
crease knowledge of the issues large cities face and stim-
ulate dialogue that will lead to a healthier city popula-
tion. In addition to improving our understanding of
the health in large cities, the data in this report will
serve as a reference point to monitor cities’ progress in
reaching the nation’s Year 2010 objectives.

Background

The Big Cities Health Inventory, 2007: The Health of
Urban USA (BCHI) is the fifth edition of a report initially
developed by the Chicago Department of Public Health
(CDPH) to present epidemiologic data specific to large
cities.

The BCHI has always been a collaborative project. In
addition to local health department contributions, the
National Association of County and City Health Offi-
cials NACCHO), has contributed significant input and
financial support as well. NACCHO’s Metro Forum has
recognized the value of the BCHI from the beginning
and became an early supporter and sponsor of the ef-
fort. The value of the BCHI derives from there being no
comparable single data source available that allows

metro health departments to view a selection of key
health status indicators in relation to other jurisdic-
tions. The geography used in the BCHI corresponded to
that of the jurisdiction of the respective Metro Forum
health departments making comparisons among juris-
dictions more possible and valid. This comparison has
proved valuable in profiling the health of urban Amer-
ica and in permitting metro area health departments to
gauge the need to focus their efforts to address the
health status needs relative to other urban jurisdictions
and to justify these efforts before oversight bodies and
funding agencies. NACCHO's sponsorship of the effort
has included financial support for four of the last five
BCHIs including this most recent edition. Publication
of the BCHI is a “do it yourself” effort among Metro
Forum members, which have provided a major portion
of the funding and much of the data, along with guid-
ance on selecting indicators and review of the report’s
content.

Selection of Indicators
and Organization of the Report

The report focuses on 31 indicators of health, di-
vided into five sections: Eight indicators cover commu-
nicable diseases, twelve causes on mortality, five indica-
tors of maternal and child health, and six socioeco-
nomic indicators (see Table A.1).

Of the five sections, the first four following the intro-
duction consist of a set of tables presenting, for each in-
dicator, a city-to-city comparison along with the na-
tional rate and the year 2010 goal as benchmarks. The
fifth section presents selected demographic and socio-
economic data for each of the participating cities. Com-

TABLE 1: RATE RANK OF SELECTED INDICATORS FOR U.S. CITIES WITH POPULATIONS >1,000,000 IN 2000

HIV ALL CAUSE HEART
PoPULATION INCIDENCE GONORRHEA MORTALITY DISEASE CANCER DIABETES
New York, NY 8,008,278 12 33 49 9 52 45
Los Angeles, CA 3,694,820 18 37 46 24 46 23
Chicago, IL 2,896,016 7 12 37 23 34 28
Houston, TX 1,953,631 11 23 18 15 22 20
Philadelphia, PA 1,517,550 --- 14 16 19 14 34
Phoenix, AZ 1,321,045 26 29 41 37 49 a4
San Diego, CA 1,223,400 --- 38 48 41 48 46
Dallas, TX 1,188,580 4 22 36 30 39 38
San Antonio, TX 1,144,646 23 27 19 20 29 2
Cities w/ Valid Rates 38 41 53 53 53 53
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FIGURE 1: AVERAGE CITY RATE FOR SELECTED INDICATORS
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bined, these sections present the indicators for the
cities overall, according to gender and race/ethnicity,
and for the time period between 1990 and 2000.
Throughout the report, indicators will appear in the fol-
lowing order: morbidity indicators, mortality, indica-
tors of maternal and child health, and socioeconomic
indicators.

Selected Analyses

This section presents a broad overview of the health
of more than 45,500,000 people residing in the 53
largest cities in the United States. These cities ac-
counted for 16% of the total U.S. population in 2000
and account for 15% of all deaths in the US in 2004.
Large cities continue to bear a disproportionate share of
the nation’s morbidity. In 2005, these cities accounted
for 47% of people living with AIDS in the US. Similarly,

TABLE 2: RACE/ETHNICITY RATE COMPARISON FOR SELECTED
INDICATORS

LOWEST LOWEST
Non-HisPANIC Non-HisPANIC
INDICATOR BLACK RATE WHITE RATE
All Cause Mortality 970.3 669.1
Heart Disease 204.6 137.4
All Cancer 211 160.6
Female Breast Cancer 27.3 18.0
Diabetes 31.8 13.1
Pneumonia 16 12.6

47% of P&S Syphilis, 29% of Gonorrhea and 26% of
Chlamydia cases diagnosed in the US resided in these
cities. Compared to national rates, all cities studied for
which rates were available had a higher primary and
secondary syphilis and chlamydia rate, and only six
cities had a lower gonorrhea rate. Homicide and
HIV/AIDS mortality also are more likely to affect large
cities. More than half of the cities had an HIV/AIDS-re-
lated mortality rate double that of the U.S., and a quar-
ter of them had a rate at least three times that of the
country overall.

It is interesting to note however, that the 9 largest
cities in the U.S. have considerably different health pro-
files and are often not among those with the highest
rates (see Table 1). For instance, New York’s all-cause
mortality rate in 2005 ranks 49 out of the 53 cities in-
cluded in the report, yet its HIV incidence rate was
among the 12 highest rates. San Antonio, on the other
hand, had the second highest diabetes rate and ranks
among the top twenty highest rates for all-cause mor-
tality and heart disease.

RaciallEthnic Disparities

While conditions relating to healthcare disparities
have been improving for many minority populations
due to increased attention and intensive intervention
programs, racial health and income disparities are still
a major concern.** As illustrated in Figure 1, racial/eth-
nic disparities are also entrenched in the country’s
largest cities. For example, in the case of Lung Cancer
Mortality, the city average rate is 24% higher for non-
Hispanic Blacks Alone than non-Hispanic Whites Alone
and twice the rate of Hispanics. The city average non-
Hispanic Black Alone rate is five times the rate for non-
Hispanic White Alone for homicide and 34% higher for
female breast cancer. Hispanics have the highest city
average Motor Vehicle Injury mortality rate and non-
Hispanic Whites have the highest city average suicide
rate.

Racial disparities are also significant when compar-
ing race/ethnicity specific rates across cities. That is, for
many indicators, the lowest rate for non-Hispanic
Blacks across cities is still considerably higher than the
lowest rate for non-Hispanic Whites (see Table 2). In the
case of female breast cancer mortality, for example, the
lowest rate for non-Hispanic Whites among all 53 cities
is 18.0 per 100,000, compared to the lowest non-His-
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FIGURE 2: PERCENT DIFFERENCE BETWEEN CITY LUNG panic Black rate of 27.3 per 100,000.

CANCER MORTALITY RATE AND HEALTHY PEOPLE YEAR 2010
GoAL, 2004
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FIGURE 4: NUMBER OF CITIES EXPERIENCING AN INCREASE,

SLIGHT CHANGE, OR A DECREASE IN SELECTED MORTALITY
RATES BETWEEN 1998-2005
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Trends

One of the purposes of the report is to measure
whether or not cities are reaching the Healthy People
2010 Goals. For instance, Figure 2 displays the percent
difference between a city’s 2004 lung cancer mortality
rate and the Healthy People YR2010 Goal. Only 5 of 53
cities had reached or exceeded the goal of 43.3.

Figure 3 shows the number of cities for selected mor-
bidity indicators between 1998 and 2005 whose rates:
a) declined by more than a 10%, b) had less than 10%
decline or increase, and c) increased by more than 10%,
for selected morbidity indicators between 1998 and
2005. The majority of cities experienced a considerable
decline in rates of AIDS Incidence and Gonorrhea, 28
cities experienced an improvement in AIDS incidence
rates and 19 in Gonorrhea rates.

However, during this period, 32 out of 40 cities expe-
rienced more than a 10% increase in Chlamydia rates.
Figure 4 displays similar information for mortality indi-
cators between 1990 and 2004. All-cause mortality ei-
ther declined more than 10% or experienced slight/no
change in 51 of the 53 cities included in the report.
Many cities experienced a considerable decline in mor-
tality due to heart disease, and lung cancer. In contrast,
38 of the 53 cities experienced an increase in diabetes-
related mortality rates.

Summary

This report contributes towards our understanding of
the current health issues in large cities. Much data are
still needed on a regular basis to provide a comprehen-
sive health profile over time that will allow for identifi-
cation of negative and protective factors associated
with large urban areas. Additionally, the report provides
a benchmark for establishing current health status and
highlights priority areas for reducing health disparities
in minority populations.

The on-going city-level collaboration that has char-
acterized the Big Cities Health Inventory has been crucial
in assuring that the report continues to expand its
scope to further our understanding of city characteris-
tics that affect health.
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TaBLE 1.1: HIV (NoT AIDS) PREVALENCE RATE BY GENDER, 2005

Ratet Rank#
Rank City* Male Female Total Male Female
1 Washington, DC 4,074.4 1,952.5 2,951.6 1 1
2 Miami, FL 3,262.0 1,562.5 2,407.4 2 2
3 Baltimore, MD 1,729.4 997.2 1,343.3 3 3
4 San Francisco, CA 1,458.4 103.4 792.2 4 22
5 Kansas City, MO 968.8 136.6 538.3 5 15
6 Denver, CO 941.8 120.2 535.3 6 18
7 Mesa, AZ 801.5 169.5 482.6 7 9
8 New York, NY 624.2 275.6 440.8 11 5
9 New Orleans, LA 639.8 212.4 412.6 9 8
10 Charlotte, NC 528.7 282.4 403.1 16 4
11 Dallas, TX 633.2 167.2 402.1 10 11
11 Memphis, TN 548.0 271.0 402.1 13 6
13 Seattle, WA 717.2 64.1 389.8 8 28
14 Boston, MA 563.5 159.4 353.9 12 13
15 Houston, TX 473.2 219.7 346.3 17 7
16 Chicago, IL 532.6 163.5 342.6 15 12
17 Minneapolis, MN 533.7 117.7 326.7 14 19
18 Nashville-Davidson, TN 468.3 136.0 296.9 18 16
19 Cincinnati, OH 443.2 113.2 269.0 19 20
20 Fort Worth, TX 370.5 155.0 261.3 22 14
21 Oakland, CA 404.7 112.2 253.3 21 21
22 Los Angeles, CA 434.9 67.6 250.7 20 25
23 Milwaukee, WI 345.9 1014 218.3 23 23
24 Cleveland, OH 313.4 123.9 213.6 27 17
25 Jacksonville, FL 241.7 168.5 203.9 30 10
26 Phoenix, AZ 335.4 51.0 195.6 25 31
27 Tucson, AZ 336.0 58.0 194.2 24 29
28 Columbus, OH 314.9 76.3 192.3 26 24
29 Indianapolis, IN (Marion County) 261.3 64.6 159.7 29 27
30 Portland, OR (Multnomah County) 268.6 35.1 150.6 28 35
31 Oklahoma City, OK 241.4 44.4 140.7 31 32
32 Virginia Beach, VA 1824 67.5 124.4 33 26
33 San Antonio, TX 208.6 44.0 123.5 32 33
34 Omaha, NB 145.8 51.5 97.4 34 30
35 Fresno, CA (Fresno County) 127.8 40.9 84.4 37 34
36 San Jose, CA 131.7 20.0 76.8 36 37
37 Albuquerque, NM (Bernalillo County) 135.7 17.2 75.1 35 38
38 Colorado Springs, CO (El Paso County) 118.6 24.5 71.8 38 36
39 Long Beach, CA 84.2 12.8 47.9 39 39
40 El Paso, TX 19.1 --- 2.8 40 ---
--- Arlington, TX --- --- --- --- ---
--- Atlanta, GA --- --- --- --- ---
--- Austin, TX --- --- --- --- ---
--- Detroit, Ml --- --- --- --- ---

--- Honolulu, HI (Honolulu County) - - —— - -
--- Las Vegas, NV - - —_— o -
--- Philadelphia, PA - - _— - -
--- Pittsburgh, PA --- . —— - -
--- Sacramento, CA (Sacramento County) - - — — -
--- San Diego, CA (San Diego County) --- --- --- - -
--- St. Louis, MO - - —— - -
--- Tulsa, OK - ——- —— - -
--- Wichita, KS (Sedgwick County) --- --- --- - -

City Average 618.3 225.3 414.5
United States, 2005 - - -
2010 Goal -

* County data were used instead of city-level data for the following: Albuquerque, Colorado Springs, Fresno, Honolulu, Indianapolis, Portland, Sacramento, San Diego, and Wichita.
T People living with HIV (not AIDS) at the end of 2005, crude rate per 100,000 population using 2000 U.S. Census figures.

¥ Rank of cities for which data are available and numerator used in rate calculation is greater than 20; 1 corresponds to highest rate.

“--- Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.
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TABLE 1.2: AIDS PREVALENCE RATE BY GENDER, 2005

Ratet Rank#
Rank City* Male Female Total Male Female
1 Miami, FL 4,813.1 1,910.3 3,353.4 1 1
2 Washington, DC 3,226.1 937.6 2,015.2 2 2
3 Atlanta, GA 2,242.6 463.4 1,346.5 3 4
4 San Francisco, CA 2,082.4 131.2 1,123.0 4 17
5 Baltimore, MD 1,356.7 648.1 978.6 5 3
6 New York, NY 1,120.5 413.4 748.4 7 5
7 Philadelphia, PA 992.8 315.6 630.2 8 6
8 Denver, CO 1,154.9 93.6 629.8 6 21
9 Dallas, TX 951.4 169.1 563.4 9 11
10 Fort Worth, TX 803.9 175.7 485.5 12 10
11 Mesa, AZ 835.6 133.5 481.4 11 16
12 Houston, TX 740.9 215.0 477.6 13 7
13 Seattle, WA 854.2 69.8 461.0 10 26
14 Boston, MA 698.5 205.5 442.8 14 9
15 Oakland, CA 682.2 153.3 408.5 15 13
16 New Orleans, LA 675.9 146.4 394.5 16 14
17 Chicago, IL 572.1 130.9 345.0 17 18
18 Jacksonville, FL 458.6 210.4 330.6 23 8
19 Memphis, TN 483.7 157.1 311.6 22 12
20 Cleveland, OH 501.0 123.1 302.0 20 19
21 Los Angeles, CA 541.1 61.5 300.6 18 29
22 Kansas City, MO 533.9 64.4 291.0 19 28
23 Nashville-Davidson, TN 483.9 104.8 288.3 21 20
24 Detroit, Ml 418.2 138.6 270.4 27 15
25 Minneapolis, MN 426.6 73.5 250.9 26 24
26 Cincinnati, OH 430.4 70.3 240.3 25 25
27 Portland, OR (Multnomah County) 438.7 34.2 234.4 24 38
28 Milwaukee, WI 368.7 86.0 221.1 30 22
29 Indianapolis, IN (Marion County) 385.8 65.2 220.2 28 27
30 San Diego, CA (San Diego County) 379.5 38.7 210.1 29 34
31 San Antonio, TX 355.7 48.0 196.7 31 31
32 Charlotte, NC 291.0 81.9 184.3 34 23
33 Tucson, AZ 335.1 39.1 184.1 32 33
34 Phoenix, AZ 292.5 37.6 167.2 33 36
35 Oklahoma City, OK 234.1 27.0 128.2 35 40
36 Columbus, OH 215.7 37.7 124.2 36 35
37 Sacramento, CA (Sacramento County) 209.4 36.3 121.0 37 37
38 San Jose, CA 198.8 27.0 114.3 39 40
39 Albuquerque, NM (Bernalillo County) 209.3 19.3 112.1 38 42
40 Omaha, NB 177.9 44.0 109.2 40 32
41 Virginia Beach, VA 143.5 51.2 96.9 42 30
42 Honolulu, HI (Honolulu County) 151.0 18.6 85.1 41 43
43 Fresno, CA (Fresno County) 127.1 30.1 78.7 43 39
44 Colorado Springs, CO (El Paso County) 80.9 13.2 47.2 44 44
45 Long Beach, CA 54.3 --- 29.5 45 ---
46 El Paso, TX 16.8 --- 8.9 46 ---
--- Arlington, TX --- --- --- --- ---
--- Austin, TX --- --- --- --- ---

--- Las Vegas, NV - -— - [ —
--- Pittsburgh, PA --- - S - -
--- St. Louis, MO - - —— - -
--- Tulsa, OK - ——- —— - -
--- Wichita, KS (Sedgwick County) --- --- --- - -

City Average 703.1 192.0 437.9
United States, 2005 - - -
2010 Goal -

* County data were used instead of city-level data for the following: Albuquerque, Colorado Springs, Fresno, Honolulu, Indianapolis, Portland, Sacramento, San Diego, and Wichita.
T People living with AIDS at the end of 2005, crude rate per 100,000 population using 2000 U.S. Census figures.

¥ Rank of cities for which data are available and numerator used in rate calculation is greater than 20; 1 corresponds to highest rate.

“--- Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.

|2 @ BiG CITiIES HEALTH INVENTORY 2007



TABLE 1.3: HIV (noT AIDS) INCIDENCE RATE BY GENDER, 2005

Ratef Rank#*
Rank City* Male Female Total Male Female
1 Miami, FL 469.5 211.2 339.6 1 1
2 Baltimore, MD 224.6 110.8 164.0 2 2
3 San Francisco, CA 136.8 13.1 76.0 3 12
4 Dallas, TX 98.8 23.9 61.7 4 6
5 Memphis, TN 57.9 33.0 44.8 7 3
6 Denver, CO 73.5 9.8 42.0 5 15
7 Chicago, IL 61.9 16.4 38.5 6 11
8 Charlotte, NC 56.6 20.3 38.1 10 8
9 Fort Worth, TX 57.3 17.7 37.2 8 10
10 Jacksonville, FL 47.2 27.7 37.1 16 4
11 Houston, TX 52.7 20.8 36.7 13 7
12 New York, NY 52.8 18.5 34.7 12 92
13 New Orleans, LA 42.7 24.1 32.8 18 5
14 Seattle, WA 57.3 --- 31.8 8 ---
15 Long Beach, CA 53.4 10.2 314 11 14
16 Kansas City, MO 51.1 9.6 29.7 14 16
17 Boston, MA 48.0 12.1 29.4 15 13
18 Los Angeles, CA 45.6 6.8 26.1 17 21
19 Minneapolis, MN 41.1 --- 24.6 20 ---
20 Cleveland, OH 41.5 8.3 24.0 19 19
21 Nashville-Davidson, TN 35.9 9.2 22.1 22 17
22 Cincinnati, OH 34.5 --- 21.7 23 ---
23 San Antonio, TX 36.5 7.4 21.5 21 20
24 Columbus, OH 33.8 8.5 20.8 24 18
25 Oakland, CA 32.2 --- 20.0 26 ---
26 Phoenix, AZ 314 6.0 18.9 27 23
27 Portland, OR (Multnomah County) 33.3 --- 17.7 25 ---
28 Tucson, AZ 27.3 --- 15.8 28 ---
29 Indianapolis, IN (Marion County) 24.0 6.5 15.0 29 22
30 Milwaukee, WI 20.7 --- 12.7 31 ---
31 Oklahoma City, OK 21.0 --- 11.5 30 ---
32 Omaha, NB 13.7 --- 10.8 33 ---
33 El Paso, TX 19.4 --- 9.9 32 ---
34 Virginia Beach, VA 12.4 --- 9.4 35 ---
35 Mesa, AZ 13.7 --- 9.3 33 ---
36 Albuquerque, NM (Bernalillo County) 12.1 --- 6.1 36 ---
37 Fresno, CA (Fresno County) 9.0 --- 5.8 37 ---
38 Colorado Springs, CO (El Paso County) 8.9 --- 5.0 38 ---
--- Arlington, TX --- --- --- --- ---
--- Atlanta, GA --- --- --- --- ---
--- Austin, TX --- --- --- --- ---
--- Detroit, Ml --- --- --- --- ---

--- Honolulu, HI (Honolulu County) --- --- - - -
=== Las Vegas, NV - - _— - -
--- Philadelphia, PA --- - - - -
--- Pittsburgh, PA - - i - -
--- Sacramento, CA (Sacramento County) --- --- --- ——- -
--- San Diego, CA (San Diego County) - - —— - -
--- San Jose, CA --- —-- — - —
--- St. Louis, MO --- - S - I
--- Tulsa, OK - - —— - -
--- Washington, DC - . —— - -
--- Wichita, KS (Sedgwick County) --- --- --- - -

City Average 58.3 27.7 37.7
United States, 2005 - - -
2010 Goal -

* County data were used instead of city-level data for the following: Albuquerque, Colorado Springs, Fresno, Honolulu, Indianapolis, Portland, Sacramento, San Diego, and Wichita.
T HIV (not AIDS) cases diagnosed in 2005, crude rate per 100,000 population using 2000 U.S. Census figures.

¥ Rank of cities for which data are available and numerator used in rate calculation is greater than 20; 1 corresponds to highest rate.

“--- Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.

BiG CITIES HEALTH INVENTORY 2007 @ |3



TABLE 1.4: AIDS INCIDENCE RATE BY GENDER, 2005

Ratef Rank#*
Rank City* Male Female Total Male Female
1 Miami, FL 400.7 203.5 301.5 1 1
2 Washington, DC 188.6 83.9 133.2 2 2
3 Baltimore, MD 123.8 68.8 94.4 3 3
4 Atlanta, GA 114.6 31.5 72.8 4 4
5 San Francisco, CA 94.2 9.4 52.5 5 17
6 Memphis, TN 77.4 27.4 51.1 6 6
6 New York, NY 73.8 30.7 51.1 8 5
8 Dallas, TX 76.5 19.0 48.0 7 11
9 Philadelphia, PA 66.2 24.1 43.7 10 8
10 Houston, TX 56.1 24.6 40.3 12 7
10 Long Beach, CA 73.7 --- 40.3 9 ---
12 New Orleans, LA 59.4 22.5 39.8 11 9
13 Jacksonville, FL 51.4 22.1 36.3 15 10
14 Nashville-Davidson, TN 47.1 17.0 31.6 17 12
15 Chicago, IL 49.7 12.1 30.4 16 15
16 Denver, CO 52.1 8.0 30.3 14 18
17 Seattle, WA 52.3 --- 29.5 13 ---
18 Detroit, Ml 46.2 14.3 29.3 18 14
19 Charlotte, NC 38.5 16.0 27.0 19 13
20 Boston, MA 37.0 12.1 24.1 22 15
21 Cincinnati, OH 38.4 --- 22.0 20 ---
22 Oakland, CA 37.4 --- 21.3 21 ---
23 Indianapolis, IN (Marion County) 27.4 6.7 16.7 23 19
24 San Antonio, TX 26.4 5.9 15.8 24 20
25 Fort Worth, TX 25.8 --- 15.5 26 ---
26 Phoenix, AZ 25.8 4.6 15.4 26 21
27 Los Angeles, CA 26.4 3.7 15.0 24 22
28 Kansas City, MO 24.4 --- 14.3 29 ---
29 San Diego, CA (San Diego County) 24.8 2.5 13.7 28 23
30 Tucson, AZ 23.9 --- 13.6 30 ---
31 Minneapolis, MN 18.7 --- 13.1 33 ---
32 Columbus, OH 21.4 --- 11.9 31 ---
33 Omaha, NB 15.8 --- 11.0 36 ---
34 El Paso, TX 19.4 --- 10.6 32 ---
35 Cleveland, OH 16.8 --- 2.8 35 ---
36 Oklahoma City, OK 17.0 --- 9.7 34 ---
37 Albuquerque, NM (Bernalillo County) 13.2 --- 8.1 38 ---
38 Mesa, AZ 11.7 --- 6.8 39 ---
38 Portland, OR (Multnomah County) 13.8 --- 6.8 37 ---
40 Sacramento, CA (Sacramento County) 10.7 --- 6.5 40 ---
41 Milwaukee, WI 9.1 --- 6.2 42 ---
42 Fresno, CA (Fresno County) 9.7 --- 6.0 41 ---
43 Honolulu, HI (Honolulu County) 9.1 --- 5.3 42 ---
44 San Jose, CA 7.5 --- 4.2 44 ---
45 Colorado Springs, CO (El Paso County) --- --- 3.9 --- ---
--- Arlington, TX --- --- --- --- ---
--- Austin, TX --- --- --- --- ---

--- Las Vegas, NV --- - _— ——- -
--- Pittsburgh, PA - - - - o
--- St. Louis, MO --- - S - -
--- Tulsa, OK - - - —— -
--- Virginia Beach, VA --- - i - -
--- Wichita, KS (Sedgwick County) --- --- --- I o

City Average 52.1 28.5 33.1
United States, 2005 --- --- 13.7
2010 Goal ---

* County data were used instead of city-level data for the following: Albuquerque, Colorado Springs, Fresno, Honolulu, Indianapolis, Portland, Sacramento, San Diego, and Wichita.
T AIDS cases diagnosed in 2005, crude rate per 100,000 population using 2000 U.S. Census figures.

¥ Rank of cities for which data are available and numerator used in rate calculation is greater than 20; 1 corresponds to highest rate.

“--- Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.
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TABLE 1.5: PRIMARY AND SECONDARY SYPHILIS INCIDENCE RATE BY GENDER, 2005

Ratef Rank#*
Rank City* Male Female Total Male Female
1 Miami, FL 79.4 13.7 46.3 1 2
2 Atlanta, GA (Fulton County) 71.2 5.8 38.0 2 5
3 San Francisco, CA 61.5 --- 32.1 3 ---
4 Baltimore, MD 39.8 21.3 29.9 4 1
5 Washington, DC 38.2 --- 19.9 5 ---
6 Memphis, TN 26.0 13.7 19.5 8 2
7 Charlotte, NC 23.8 --- 14.6 9 ---
8 Chicago, IL 27.0 2.5 14.4 7 10
9 Kansas City, MO 27.2 --- 13.8 6 ---
10 Columbus, OH 21.7 5.7 13.5 11 6
11 Houston, TX 19.3 4.3 11.8 14 9
12 Minneapolis, MN 21.3 --- 11.0 12 ---
13 Boston, MA 22.2 --- 10.9 10 ---
13 Dallas, TX 16.2 5.4 10.9 16 7
13 Los Angeles, CA 19.9 1.9 10.9 13 11
16 Fort Worth, TX 11.8 10.0 10.8 20 4
17 San Antonio, TX 16.4 5.4 10.7 15 7
18 New York, NY 15.7 0.5 7.7 17 13
19 San Diego, CA (San Diego County) 11.9 1.7 6.9 19 12
20 Jacksonville, FL 8.4 --- 6.7 25 ---
21 Denver, CO 12.1 --- 6.3 18 ---
22 Phoenix, AZ 8.9 --- 5.9 23 ---
23 Oakland, CA 11.4 --- 5.8 22 ---
24 Philadelphia, PA 11.5 --- 5.7 21 ---
25 Albuquerque, NM (Bernalillo County) --- --- 5.0 --- ---
26 San Jose, CA 8.6 --- 4.6 24 ---
27 Nashville-Davidson, TN 8.3 --- 4.2 26 ---
28 Oklahoma City, OK --- --- 4.1 --- ---
28 Portland, OR (Multhomah County) 8.3 --- 4.1 26 ---
30 Indianapolis, IN (Marion County) 6.7 --- 3.6 28 ---
--- Arlington, TX --- --- --- --- ---
--- Austin, TX --- --- --- --- ---

--- Cincinnati, OH - I —— - -
--- Cleveland, OH - . ——- - -
--- Colorado Springs, CO (El Paso County) --- - — - -
--- Detroit, Ml --- - - - -
--- El Paso, TX --- --- --- --- ---
--- Fresno, CA (Fresno County) --- - - - -
--- Honolulu, HI (Honolulu County) - - —— - -
--- Las Vegas, NV - - —— - -
=== Long Beach, CA - - _— - -
--- Mesa, AZ - - - - ——
--- Milwaukee, WI - - - - —
--- New Orleans, LA --- - - — -
--- Omaha, NB - o - I -
--- Pittsburgh, PA - - i - -
--- Sacramento, CA (Sacramento County) --- --- --- ——- -
--- Seattle, WA - - —— - -
--- St. Louis, MO - - - - o
--- Tucson, AZ --- - - ——- .
--- Tulsa, OK - - —— - -
--- Virginia Beach, VA --- - i - -
--- Wichita, KS (Sedgwick County) --- --- --- I o

City Average 23.4 7.1 13.0
United States, 2005 5.1 0.9 3.0
2010 Goal 0.2

* County data were used instead of city-level data for the following: Albuquerque, Atlanta, Colorado Springs, Fresno, Honolulu, Indianapolis, Portland, Sacramento, San Diego, and Wichita.
T Crude rate per 100,000 population by year of report using 2000 U.S. Census figures.

¥ Rank of cities for which data are available and numerator used in rate calculation is greater than 20; 1 corresponds to highest rate.

“--- Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.
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TABLE 1.6: CHLAMYDIA INCIDENCE RATE BY GENDER, 2005

Ratef Rank#*
Rank City* Male Female Total Male Female
1 Milwaukee, WI 875.7 2,197.9 1,565.9 1 1
2 Cincinnati, OH 601.8 2,067.7 1,386.7 4 2
3 Miami, FL 424.0 1,716.1 1,073.7 13 3
4 Memphis, TN 541.9 1,489.2 1,040.9 7 5
5 Philadelphia, PA 658.1 1,347.8 1,027.3 2 6
6 Baltimore, MD 363.9 1,518.1 979.8 15 4
7 Cleveland, OH 557.1 1,319.8 972.6 6 7
8 Kansas City, MO 588.3 1,306.5 959.8 5 8
9 Denver, CO 640.6 1,143.1 889.2 3 10
10 Indianapolis, IN (Marion County) 490.9 1,162.5 840.0 8 9
11 Chicago, IL 451.1 1,107.6 789.2 10 11
12 Omaha, NB 405.2 1,001.1 711.0 14 12
13 Minneapolis, MN 434.4 906.6 669.6 12 18
14 Albuquerque, NM (Bernalillo County) --- --- 662.1 --- ---
15 Washington, DC 253.2 983.5 643.3 27 13
16 Boston, MA 448.2 820.8 641.4 11 22
17 Jacksonville, FL 312.7 925.6 628.7 21 15
18 San Antonio, TX 320.1 898.0 618.7 19 19
19 Fresno, CA (Fresno County) 305.6 907.9 607.5 24 17
20 Oakland, CA 306.6 882.3 604.8 23 20
21 Charlotte, NC 260.0 910.3 591.7 26 16
22 Columbus, OH 292.0 857.2 589.2 25 21
23 Fort Worth, TX 212.7 948.1 585.6 33 14
24 Sacramento, CA (Sacramento County) 318.8 799.6 569.1 20 24
25 Oklahoma City, OK 247.9 774.3 517.1 28 26
26 Phoenix, AZ 233.3 794.9 509.4 31 25
27 Nashville-Davidson, TN 348.7 631.6 494.7 16 32
28 New York, NY 322.7 639.4 489.7 18 31
29 Houston, TX 147.5 814.9 481.6 39 23
30 San Francisco, CA 473.1 462.4 477.4 9 40
31 Colorado Springs, CO (El Paso County) 328.2 601.6 464.3 17 34
32 Atlanta, GA (Fulton County) 240.7 680.7 464.1 30 28
33 Dallas, TX 179.1 712.9 4443 37 27
34 Portland, OR (Multnomah County) 312.0 554.3 434.4 22 36
35 Wichita, KS (Sedgwick County) 179.6 664.2 424.6 36 30
36 El Paso, TX 128.5 672.3 414.1 40 29
37 Mesa, AZ 159.4 625.5 394.6 38 33
38 San Diego, CA (San Diego County) 207.7 558.2 391.0 34 35
39 Los Angeles, CA 242.1 522.9 382.9 29 38
40 Virginia Beach, VA 221.8 523.0 373.9 32 37
41 San Jose, CA 201.8 486.2 343.5 35 39
--- Arlington, TX --- --- --- --- ---
--- Austin, TX --- --- --- --- ---
--- Detroit, Ml --- --- --- --- ---
--- Honolulu, HI (Honolulu County) --- --- --- --- ---
--- Las Vegas, NV --- --- --- --- ---
--- Long Beach, CA --- --- --- --- ---
--- New Orleans, LA --- --- --- --- ---
--- Pittsburgh, PA --- --- --- --- ---
--- Seattle, WA --- --- --- --- ---
--- St. Louis, MO --- --- --- --- ---
--- Tucson, AZ --- --- --- --- ---
--- Tulsa, OK --- --- --- --- ---
"/ ]
City Average 355.9 948.4 662.2
United States, 2005 161.6 498.2 332.5
2010 Goal ---

* County data were used instead of city-level data for the following: Albuquerque, Atlanta, Colorado Springs, Fresno, Honolulu, Indianapolis, Portland, Sacramento, San Diego, and Wichita.
T Crude rate per 100,000 population by year of report using 2000 U.S. Census figures.

¥ Rank of cities for which data are available and numerator used in rate calculation is greater than 20; 1 corresponds to highest rate.

“--- Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.
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TABLE 1.7: GONORRHEA RATE BY GENDER, 2005

Ratef Rank#*
Rank City* Male Female Total Male Female
1 Cincinnati, OH 706.1 927.8 829.5 2 1
2 Cleveland, OH 742.0 619.4 683.3 1 3
3 Milwaukee, WI 569.5 711.5 643.6 4 2
4 Kansas City, MO 554.6 546.8 550.6 5 4
5 Baltimore, MD 576.9 496.5 534.0 3 5
6 Miami, FL 465.6 451.0 458.2 7 7
7 Indianapolis, IN (Marion County) 442.8 465.3 455.1 9 6
8 Memphis, TN 453.4 446.8 449.9 8 8
9 Washington, DC 413.2 339.9 375.1 11 12
10 Charlotte, NC 424.9 312.5 367.6 10 15
11 Oklahoma City, OK 329.5 359.7 345.0 20 10
12 Chicago, IL 335.1 347.4 341.5 19 11
13 Fort Worth, TX 343.9 328.4 336.3 17 13
14 Philadelphia, PA 345.3 322.6 333.2 16 14
15 Jacksonville, FL 347.8 291.0 318.5 15 17
16 Atlanta, GA (Fulton County) 396.8 241.9 318.1 12 20
17 Minneapolis, MN 352.7 274.2 313.9 14 18
18 San Francisco, CA 517.7 91.6 310.7 6 36
19 Oakland, CA 277.6 309.6 294.6 21 16
20 Columbus, OH 373.3 410.8 293.3 13 9
21 Denver, CO 336.5 216.8 277.3 18 23
22 Dallas, TX 277.0 251.0 264.3 22 19
23 Houston, TX 176.6 227.9 202.3 25 21
24 Nashville-Davidson, TN 232.4 161.6 195.8 23 28
25 Omaha, NB 162.6 222.5 193.3 30 22
26 Sacramento, CA (Sacramento County) 175.5 193.7 186.3 26 24
27 San Antonio, TX 188.5 179.2 183.7 24 26
28 Fresno, CA (Fresno County) 149.1 175.5 162.6 31 27
29 Phoenix, AZ 171.2 133.1 152.5 28 29
30 Wichita, KS (Sedgwick County) 96.9 191.7 1449 37 25
31 Boston, MA 170.0 119.5 143.8 29 32
32 Portland, OR (Multnomah County) 175.3 93.8 134.1 27 34
33 New York, NY 146.0 119.9 132.3 32 31
34 Albuquerque, NM (Bernalillo County) --- --- 118.6 --- ---
35 Colorado Springs, CO (El Paso County) 106.7 125.9 116.3 35 30
36 Virginia Beach, VA 106.9 116.4 111.7 34 33
37 Los Angeles, CA 126.0 93.8 109.9 33 34
38 San Diego, CA (San Diego County) 103.6 76.1 92.6 36 38
39 Mesa, AZ 77.4 86.0 81.7 38 37
40 San Jose, CA 73.2 54.1 63.9 39 40
41 El Paso, TX 47.8 54.4 51.3 40 39
--- Arlington, TX --- --- --- --- ---
--- Austin, TX --- --- --- --- ---
--- Detroit, Ml --- --- --- --- ---
--- Honolulu, HI (Honolulu County) --- --- --- --- ---
--- Las Vegas, NV --- --- --- --- ---
--- Long Beach, CA --- --- --- --- ---
--- New Orleans, LA --- --- --- --- ---
--- Pittsburgh, PA --- --- --- --- ---
--- Seattle, WA --- --- --- --- ---
--- St. Louis, MO --- --- --- --- ---
--- Tucson, AZ --- --- --- --- ---
--- Tulsa, OK --- --- --- --- ---
"/ ]
City Average 301.7 279.7 284.7
United States, 2005 111.8 119.4 115.6
2010 Goal 19.0

* County data were used instead of city-level data for the following: Albuquerque, Atlanta, Colorado Springs, Fresno, Honolulu, Indianapolis, Portland, Sacramento, San Diego, and Wichita.
T Crude rate per 100,000 population by year of report using 2000 U.S. Census figures.

¥ Rank of cities for which data are available and numerator used in rate calculation is greater than 20; 1 corresponds to highest rate.

“--- Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.
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TABLE 1.8: TUBERCULOSIS INCIDENCE RATE BY GENDER, 2005

Ratef Rank#*
Rank City* Male Female Total Male Female
1 Miami, FL 79.4 47.2 63.2 1 1
2 San Francisco, CA 22.8 11.0 17.0 2 3
3 Fort Worth, TX 20.9 9.6 15.1 3 4
4 Minneapolis, MN 15.6 12.6 14.1 10 2
5 Memphis, TN 18.2 7.9 12.8 4 10
6 Dallas, TX 16.0 8.7 12.4 7 6
6 Houston, TX 17.7 7.2 12.4 5 14
8 New York, NY 16.7 8.3 12.3 6 7
9 Nashville-Davidson, TN 15.9 7.5 11.6 8 12
10 Chicago, IL 14.7 8.3 114 13 7
11 Oakland, CA 15.0 --- 11.3 12 ---
12 Jacksonville, FL 15.4 6.9 11.0 11 16
13 San Diego, CA (San Diego County) 13.9 7.7 10.8 16 11
13 Seattle, WA 15.7 --- 10.8 9 ---
15 Atlanta, GA (Fulton County) 14.2 7.2 10.7 15 14
16 Sacramento, CA (Sacramento County) 12.0 9.3 10.6 19 5
17 Columbus, OH 14.7 6.6 10.5 13 18
18 Boston, MA 12.0 7.5 9.7 19 12
19 Los Angeles, CA 11.8 6.7 9.3 21 17
20 Cleveland, OH 12.8 --- 9.2 17 ---
21 Fresno, CA (Fresno County) 2.0 8.3 8.6 25 7
22 Charlotte, NC 12.5 --- 8.5 18 ---
23 Denver, CO 11.8 --- 7.9 21 ---
24 Philadelphia, PA 9.1 6.4 7.6 24 19
24 Phoenix, AZ 10.6 4.5 7.6 23 20
26 Oklahoma City, OK 8.1 --- 6.5 28 ---
27 San Antonio, TX 8.5 4.4 6.4 26 21
28 Portland, OR (Multnomah County) 8.3 --- 6.1 27 ---
29 Cincinnati, OH --- --- 6.0 --- ---
30 Kansas City, MO --- --- 5.4 --- ---
31 Indianapolis, IN (Marion County) 6.7 --- 5.2 29 ---
32 Wichita, KS (Sedgwick County) --- --- 4.4 --- ---
33 Milwaukee, WI --- --- 3.7 --- ---

--- Albuquerque, NM (Bernalillo County) --- --- --- ——- -
=== Arlington, TX - - _— - -
--- Austin, TX --- - - - -
--- Baltimore, MD - - - - —
--- Colorado Springs, CO (El Paso County) --- - — - -
--- Detroit, Ml --- - - - -
--- El Paso, TX --- --- --- --- ---
--- Honolulu, HI (Honolulu County) --- --- --- —— —
--- Las Vegas, NV --- - _— ——- -
--- Long Beach, CA - -—- —_— [ —
--- Mesa, AZ --- - - o .
--- New Orleans, LA --- - _— - -
--- Omaha, NB - - —— - -
--- Pittsburgh, PA --- - S - -
--- San Jose, CA --- - _— - -
--- St. Louis, MO - - - - o
--- Tucson, AZ --- - - ——- .
--- Tulsa, OK - - —— - -
--- Virginia Beach, VA --- - i - -
--- Washington, DC --- - _— - -

City Average 15.9 9.7 11.2
United States, 2005 6.0 3.6 4.8
2010 Goal 1.0

* County data were used instead of city-level data for the following: Albuquerque, Atlanta, Colorado Springs, Fresno, Honolulu, Indianapolis, Portland, Sacramento, San Diego, and Wichita.
T Crude rate per 100,000 population by year of report using 2000 U.S. Census figures.

¥ Rank of cities for which data are available and numerator used in rate calculation is greater than 20; 1 corresponds to highest rate.

“--- Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.
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TABLE 1.9: OVERALL MORTALITY RATE BY GENDER, 2004

Ratef Rank#*
Rank City* Male Female Total Male Female
1 Las Vegas, NV 2,019.3 1,361.2 1,660.3 1 1
2 Sacramento, CA 1,794.9 1,195.5 1,449.6 2 2
3 Tucson, AZ 1,747.3 1,142.8 1,398.2 3 3
4 Miami, FL 1,651.7 989.2 1,288.4 4 4
5 Baltimore, MD 1,497.2 881.8 1,139.6 5 11
6 Fresno, CA 1,427.7 929.0 1,135.0 8 5
7 Cleveland, OH 1,430.4 922.7 1,131.0 6 6
8 Detroit, Ml 1,407.7 885.3 1,103.4 9 10
9 New Orleans, LA 1,429.1 848.8 1,095.1 7 14
10 Cincinnati, OH 1,344.7 894.5 1,072.9 10 8
11 Jacksonville, FL 1,295.7 894.9 1,061.2 14 7
12 Columbus, OH 1,340.7 859.6 1,051.0 11 13
13 Memphis, TN 1,317.3 863.4 1,045.7 13 12
14 St. Louis, MO 1,328.3 798.3 1,013.2 12 20
15 Indianapolis, IN 1,272.3 832.3 1,009.1 16 15
16 Philadelphia, PA 1,281.2 815.5 1,006.1 15 18
17 Arlington, TX 1,176.1 885.5 1,004.5 26 9
18 Houston, TX 1,235.0 822.7 997.9 20 16
19 San Antonio, TX 1,205.3 822.6 983.5 25 17
20 Albuquerque, NM 1,250.4 782.0 976.2 17 26
21 Atlanta, GA 1,216.7 796.2 974.3 24 22
22 Charlotte, NC 1,232.4 811.4 973.0 21 19
23 Fort Worth, TX 1,241.1 781.2 969.2 19 27
24 Washington, DC 1,249.2 770.9 966.4 18 29
25 Milwaukee, WI 1,224.6 787.0 965.4 22 25
26 Pittsburgh, PA 1,219.3 768.1 950.5 23 30
26 Wichita, KS 1,164.4 798.0 950.5 27 21
28 Mesa, AZ 1,139.2 792.0 943.1 30 24
29 Oklahoma City, OK 1,139.0 794.4 936.2 31 23
30 Tulsa, OK 1,153.9 779.5 933.6 29 28
31 Kansas City, MO 1,157.6 749.5 912.6 28 34
32 Colorado Springs, CO 1,131.2 764.2 911.7 33 32
33 Portland, OR 1,106.9 757.8 902.7 35 33
34 Nashville-Davidson, TN 1,131.9 744.4 899.7 32 35
35 Virginia Beach, VA 1,106.3 767.0 888.2 36 31
36 Dallas, TX 1,123.0 708.1 881.6 34 38
37 Chicago, IL 1,072.6 720.7 868.1 41 36
38 Omaha, NB 1,082.3 714.3 859.5 38 37
39 El Paso, TX 1,079.3 697.5 854.4 39 40
40 Long Beach, CA 1,051.5 707.6 853.5 42 39
41 Phoenix, AZ 1,076.4 687.5 852.2 40 42
42 Denver, CO 1,085.8 661.5 841.9 37 46
43 Austin, TX 1,014.9 693.5 826.5 45 41
44 Oakland, CA 1,009.3 677.5 822.8 46 43
45 Boston, MA 1,030.8 666.2 820.9 43 45
46 Los Angeles, CA 985.7 667.3 806.5 47 44
47 Minneapolis, MN 1,016.3 643.3 799.5 44 47
48 San Diego, CA 927.1 640.8 762.0 49 48
49 New York, NY 922.6 630.3 748.9 50 49
50 Seattle, WA 931.4 579.2 729.5 48 51
51 San Jose, CA 846.0 602.8 708.9 52 50
52 San Francisco, CA 889.0 544.5 699.3 51 53
53 Honolulu, HI 817.9 547.8 669.9 53 52
"/ ]
City Average 1,208.1 790.2 964.2
United States, 2004 955.1 680.1 801.0

2010 Goal ---

+ Per 100,000 population using 2000 U.S. Census figures; age adjusted to the year 2000 standard population.

¥ Rank of cities for which data are available and numerator used in rate calculation is greater than 20; 1 corresponds to highest rate.
“--- Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.

* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.

BiG CITIES HEALTH INVENTORY 2007 @ |9



TABLE 1.10: HEART DISEASE MORTALITY RATE BY GENDER, 2004

Ratef Rank#*
Rank City* Male Female Total Male Female
1 Las Vegas, NV 619.0 3404 465.0 1 1
2 Miami, FL 504.9 293.6 388.2 2 4
3 Sacramento, CA 492.3 303.9 383.4 3 3
4 Detroit, Ml 458.6 307.0 370.0 5 2
5 Cleveland, OH 474.5 286.3 362.8 4 5
6 Tucson, AZ 451.0 260.9 340.8 6 6
7 Memphis, TN 408.1 238.6 304.7 7 8
8 Fresno, CA 396.8 238.1 301.0 8 9
9 New York, NY 361.6 259.5 300.6 12 7
10 Baltimore, MD 385.6 220.5 287.2 9 14
11 Long Beach, CA 367.0 228.3 285.1 11 11
12 St. Louis, MO 374.7 226.9 284.7 10 12
13 Arlington, TX 340.7 230.1 279.0 20 10
14 Washington, DC 348.6 224.6 273.7 16 13
15 Houston, TX 356.2 216.3 273.2 14 16
16 Fort Worth, TX 356.0 210.4 270.2 15 21
17 Pittsburgh, PA 357.4 207.7 268.4 13 22
18 Oklahoma City, OK 348.2 212.7 266.5 17 18
19 Philadelphia, PA 347.1 213.0 265.9 18 17
20 San Antonio, TX 334.7 217.5 265.8 23 15
21 Tulsa, OK 341.0 212.2 263.6 19 19
22 Jacksonville, FL 334.1 211.7 262.3 24 20
23 Chicago, IL 338.3 203.1 258.3 21 23
24 Los Angeles, CA 314.9 202.1 250.8 29 24
25 Columbus, OH 329.3 200.6 250.4 25 25
26 Cincinnati, OH 335.3 191.9 248.8 22 29
27 Mesa, AZ 307.8 196.4 243.8 32 26
28 Milwaukee, WI 318.2 191.1 243.6 28 30
29 New Orleans, LA 311.9 192.3 243.5 30 28
30 Dallas, TX 320.9 183.0 239.8 27 33
31 Nashville-Davidson, TN 306.8 193.5 239.7 33 27
32 Indianapolis, IN 321.0 185.0 238.6 26 31
33 Atlanta, GA 292.5 183.9 230.2 38 32
34 Wichita, KS 310.1 167.1 227.0 31 39
35 Virginia Beach, VA 302.3 180.9 226.8 35 34
36 Kansas City, MO 305.4 171.5 224.8 34 36
37 Phoenix, AZ 285.4 168.5 215.8 39 37
38 Albuquerque, NM 299.4 157.2 214.5 37 43
39 El Paso, TX 279.5 166.8 212.9 40 40
40 Oakland, CA 263.4 172.5 211.9 43 35
41 San Diego, CA 277.5 163.0 210.5 41 41
42 Charlotte, NC 301.0 154.3 210.1 36 44
43 Portland, OR 259.6 167.8 204.1 44 38
44 Omaha, NB 265.7 162.9 203.3 42 42
45 Austin, TX 257.4 146.6 188.7 45 46
46 Boston, MA 250.2 136.3 184.6 46 47
47 San Jose, CA 223.7 151.6 184.0 52 45
48 Colorado Springs, CO 244.2 133.7 177.5 48 48
48 Honolulu, HI 233.4 132.5 177.5 50 49
50 Denver, CO 246.4 128.9 175.4 47 51
51 San Francisco, CA 231.3 131.0 174.5 51 50
52 Seattle, WA 235.3 127.2 171.7 49 52
53 Minneapolis, MN 192.3 102.0 140.7 53 53
"/ ]
City Average 330.5 198.2 252.6
United States, 2004 --- --- 217.5

2010 Goal ---

+ Per 100,000 population using 2000 U.S. Census figures; age adjusted to the year 2000 standard population.

¥ Rank of cities for which data are available and numerator used in rate calculation is greater than 20; 1 corresponds to highest rate.
“--- Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.

* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.
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TABLE 1.11: ALL CANCER MORTALITY RATE BY GENDER, 2004

Ratef Rank#*
Rank City* Male Female Total Male Female
1 Las Vegas, NV 401.4 322.1 354.6 1 1
2 Sacramento, CA 399.9 276.0 324.2 2 2
3 Tucson, AZ 398.7 253.0 311.1 3 3
4 Miami, FL 333.5 204.1 258.5 7 8
5 Cleveland, OH 339.9 207.2 258.1 4 6
6 Cincinnati, OH 310.0 223.6 254.6 8 4
7 Columbus, OH 336.4 194.1 247.4 5 11
8 Fresno, CA 299.1 213.6 246.0 13 5
9 New Orleans, LA 335.0 186.9 244.1 6 19
10 Jacksonville, FL 304.4 201.1 240.7 12 9
11 Arlington, TX 296.0 207.1 238.2 16 7
12 St. Louis, MO 308.6 189.3 234.4 9 17
13 Indianapolis, IN 298.1 193.6 233.4 15 12
14 Philadelphia, PA 287.2 200.1 232.2 20 10
15 Baltimore, MD 298.6 190.1 231.0 14 15
16 Detroit, Ml 306.2 182.4 230.4 10 20
17 Milwaukee, WI 304.6 181.6 227.3 11 21
17 Pittsburgh, PA 290.7 190.0 227.3 19 16
19 Memphis, TN 282.9 192.4 226.0 22 13
20 Fort Worth, TX 294.4 175.2 222.0 17 26
21 Wichita, KS 277.9 187.3 221.9 23 18
22 Houston, TX 283.2 173.1 217.3 21 32
23 Virginia Beach, VA 291.4 178.1 215.8 18 23
24 Charlotte, NC 263.2 191.0 214.9 31 14
25 Albuquerque, NM 273.5 175.2 213.9 25 26
26 Kansas City, MO 269.7 180.6 212.0 27 22
27 Portland, OR 270.2 174.1 211.4 26 30
28 Atlanta, GA 276.4 174.8 211.3 24 29
29 Mesa, AZ 254.9 175.2 207.5 34 26
29 San Antonio, TX 265.0 171.2 207.5 29 34
31 Omaha, NB 256.7 175.6 206.2 32 25
32 Boston, MA 263.9 172.3 205.7 30 33
33 Washington, DC 268.3 167.5 205.6 28 36
34 Chicago, IL 251.2 177.1 204.8 39 24
35 Colorado Springs, CO 252.9 173.6 201.2 37 31
36 Nashville-Davidson, TN 249.9 170.0 199.7 40 35
37 Minneapolis, MN 253.4 165.4 198.6 36 38
38 Austin, TX 255.5 158.3 196.4 33 42
39 Dallas, TX 252.6 160.7 195.7 38 40
40 Oklahoma City, OK 236.6 167.2 194.2 44 37
41 Oakland, CA 237.7 162.9 193.6 43 39
42 Long Beach, CA 242.1 157.3 191.6 41 43
43 Tulsa, OK 253.5 153.5 190.6 35 46
44 Denver, CO 238.4 153.5 185.8 42 46
45 El Paso, TX 227.8 155.5 183.7 45 44
46 Los Angeles, CA 216.8 160.1 182.3 49 41
47 Seattle, WA 221.7 154.1 180.6 47 45
48 San Diego, CA 218.0 153.4 178.3 48 48
49 Phoenix, AZ 222.6 149.5 177.4 46 50
50 San Francisco, CA 210.5 151.9 175.3 52 49
51 San Jose, CA 212.0 149.2 174.5 50 51
52 New York, NY 210.9 146.1 170.2 51 52
53 Honolulu, HI 191.5 119.9 150.9 53 53
"/ ]
City Average 275.4 181.5 217.3
United States, 2004 --- --- 184.6
2010 Goal 158.6

+ Per 100,000 population using 2000 U.S. Census figures; age adjusted to the year 2000 standard population.

¥ Rank of cities for which data are available and numerator used in rate calculation is greater than 20; 1 corresponds to highest rate.
“--- Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.

* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.
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TABLE 1.12: LuNG CANCER MORTALITY RATE BY GENDER, 2004

Ratet Rank#
Rank City* Male Female Total Male Female
1 Las Vegas, NV 120.6 94.7 106.9 1 1
2 Tucson, AZ 117.3 69.6 89.5 2 3
3 Columbus, OH 116.9 61.5 83.7 3 6
4 Cleveland, OH 115.9 58.0 81.0 4 8
5 Sacramento, CA 92.6 69.9 79.3 17 2
6 Indianapolis, IN 99.2 62.4 77.6 10 5
7 St. Louis, MO 103.1 57.8 75.5 7 9
8 Cincinnati, OH 88.2 67.6 75.0 20 4
9 Jacksonville, FL 98.4 57.2 73.6 11 11
10 Virginia Beach, VA 105.1 56.1 73.1 5 12
11 Arlington, TX 102.5 54.5 724 8 14
12 Pittsburgh, PA 91.6 57.8 71.9 18 9
12 Wichita, KS 100.3 524 719 9 19
14 Baltimore, MD 95.8 54.3 70.6 12 15
15 Kansas City, MO 93.4 53.8 68.7 15 16
16 New Orleans, LA 103.6 43.8 67.5 6 27
17 Philadelphia, PA 86.9 55.2 67.4 22 13
18 Detroit, Ml 95.8 47.4 67.0 12 24
19 Nashville-Davidson, TN 86.4 53.2 66.5 23 17
20 Fresno, CA 78.2 58.1 66.2 30 7
21 Charlotte, NC 84.8 52.6 65.5 25 18
22 Fort Worth, TX 90.1 47.4 65.1 19 24
22 Milwaukee, WI 92.7 48.8 65.1 16 22
24 Memphis, TN 94.4 42.7 62.7 14 30
24 Oklahoma City, OK 80.7 51.3 62.7 28 20
26 Omaha, NB 81.2 49.1 61.6 27 21
27 Tulsa, OK 85.5 43.7 60.2 24 28
28 Portland, OR 74.3 48.6 59.6 32 23
29 Houston, TX 814 42.5 59.4 26 31
30 Miami, FL 87.0 31.8 55.7 21 49
31 Minneapolis, MN 70.8 44.4 54.9 38 26
32 Chicago, IL 74.1 40.9 54.1 33 32
33 Boston, MA 75.3 40.1 53.3 31 33
34 Colorado Springs, CO 78.6 36.5 51.8 29 41
35 Mesa, AZ 63.4 43.2 51.7 41 29
36 Atlanta, GA 715 38.5 51.5 36 37
37 Austin, TX 72.8 36.6 51.0 35 40
38 Washington, DC 73.9 34.8 50.6 34 43
39 Dallas, TX 70.9 36.1 50.3 37 42
40 Phoenix, AZ 64.0 38.9 49.1 40 36
41 San Antonio, TX 66.5 37.5 49.0 39 39
42 Albuquerque, NM 63.3 39.2 48.9 43 34
43 Long Beach, CA 63.4 34.0 47.2 41 46
44 Seattle, WA 58.6 39.0 46.8 45 35
45 San Diego, CA 55.3 38.4 45.5 47 38
46 Denver, CO 60.3 33.8 44.3 44 48
a7 Oakland, CA 57.6 34.0 44.0 46 46
48 San Francisco, CA 55.1 34.1 43.4 48 44
49 San Jose, CA 52.7 34.1 41.8 51 44
50 Los Angeles, CA 53.1 30.5 40.1 50 50
51 New York, NY 54.5 28.3 38.6 49 51
52 Honolulu, HI 50.8 26.9 37.4 52 53
53 El Paso, TX 42.0 27.7 33.8 53 52
"/ ]
City Average 81.0 46.6 60.4
United States, 2004 --- --- 52.9
2010 Goal 43.3

+ Per 100,000 population using 2000 U.S. Census figures; age adjusted to the year 2000 standard population.

¥ Rank of cities for which data are available and numerator used in rate calculation is greater than 20; 1 corresponds to highest rate.
“--- Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.

* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.
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TABLE 1.13: FEMALE BREAST CANCER MORTALITY RATE, 2004

Ratef Rank#
Rank City* Male Female Total Male Female
1 Las Vegas, NV --- 53.3 —-- ——
2 Sacramento, CA --- 42.3 --- -
3 Miami, FL --- 41.8 - -
4 Tucson, AZ --- 41.7 - -
5 Cleveland, OH --- 38.3 --- -
6 Cincinnati, OH --- 36.4 - ——
7 Colorado Springs, CO --- 36.1 - -
8 Memphis, TN --- 35.3 --- -
8 New Orleans, LA --- 35.3 - -
10 Mesa, AZ --- 34.7 - -
11 Baltimore, MD --- 33.2 --- -
12 Philadelphia, PA --- 31.7 --- -
13 Wichita, KS --- 31.2 --- -
14 Detroit, Ml --- 30.7 --- -
14 Fresno, CA --- 30.7 - -
16 Jacksonville, FL --- 30.6 - -
17 Charlotte, NC --- 30.3 --- -
18 Chicago, IL --- 29.9 - -
18 Houston, TX --- 29.9 - —
20 Omaha, NB --- 29.7 --- -
21 Albuquerque, NM --- 29.6 - -
22 Atlanta, GA --- 29.4 --- ——
23 El Paso, TX --- 29.0 --- I
24 St. Louis, MO --- 28.8 - ——-
25 Fort Worth, TX --- 28.4 - -
25 Los Angeles, CA --- 28.4 --- -
27 Columbus, OH --- 28.1 —— -
28 Pittsburgh, PA --- 27.5 - -
29 Austin, TX --- 27.4 --- -
30 San Antonio, TX --- 27.3 —— -
31 Kansas City, MO --- 27.2 - -
32 Washington, DC --- 27.1 --- -
33 New York, NY --- 26.8 - -
34 Boston, MA --- 26.7 - -
35 Arlington, TX --- 26.4 --- -
36 Long Beach, CA --- 25.3 - -
37 Oklahoma City, OK --- 24.8 — -
38 Dallas, TX --- 24.6 --- I
38 Virginia Beach, VA --- 24.6 —— -
40 San Francisco, CA --- 24.5 _— -
41 Oakland, CA --- 24.0 --- -
41 Tulsa, OK --- 24.0 - -
43 Denver, CO --- 23.5 - -
44 Seattle, WA --- 23.3 --- -
45 Portland, OR --- 23.1 - -
45 San Diego, CA --- 23.1 - -
a7 Nashville-Davidson, TN --- 22.9 --- -
48 Milwaukee, WI --- 22.4 --- -
48 Phoenix, AZ --- 22.4 - -
50 San Jose, CA --- 21.5 --- -
51 Indianapolis, IN --- 20.1 - -
52 Minneapolis, MN --- 19.1 - -
53 Honolulu, HI --- 14.9 --- I
e —
City Average --- 28.9 ---
United States, 2004 - - —
2010 Goal 21.3

T Per 100,000 female population using 2000 U.S. Census figures; age adjusted to the year 2000 standard population.

¥ Rank of cities for which data are available and numerator used in rate calculation is greater than 20; 1 corresponds to highest rate.
“--- Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.

* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.
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TABLE 1.14: MoTOR VEHICLE INJURY MORTALITY RATE BY GENDER, 2004

Ratef Rank#*
Rank City* Male Female Total Male Female
1 Las Vegas, NV 49.8 18.2 33.9 2 1
2 Miami, FL 50.9 14.1 32.5 1 3
3 Tucson, AZ 29.2 17.5 23.1 7 2
4 Sacramento, CA 34.4 12.9 23.0 4 6
5 Fresno, CA 30.6 14.1 22.4 5 3
6 Albuquerque, NM 36.5 9.7 22.2 3 11
7 Jacksonville, FL 27.0 13.0 19.6 9 5
8 Phoenix, AZ 27.5 11.8 19.5 8 7
9 Mesa, AZ 26.9 --- 17.7 10 ---
10 Memphis, TN 29.6 7.0 17.3 6 21
11 San Antonio, TX 26.3 9.1 17.1 11 15
12 Nashville-Davidson, TN 25.2 8.2 16.3 13 17
13 Houston, TX 24.9 7.9 16.1 14 19
14 Dallas, TX 22.0 9.6 15.8 18 12
15 El Paso, TX 22.1 2.0 15.2 17 16
15 Oklahoma City, OK 22.3 8.1 15.2 16 18
17 Fort Worth, TX 25.4 --- 15.1 12 ---
18 Arlington, TX 18.2 --- 15.0 26 ---
19 Atlanta, GA 18.6 10.2 14.5 24 9
20 Tulsa, OK 18.0 10.2 14.3 27 9
21 Detroit, Ml 23.2 6.9 14.2 15 23
21 Wichita, KS 19.8 --- 14.2 22 ---
23 St. Louis, MO 21.9 --- 14.1 19 ---
24 Milwaukee, WI 15.4 11.8 13.7 32 7
25 Indianapolis, IN 21.5 7.0 13.6 21 21
26 New Orleans, LA 21.9 --- 13.4 19 ---
27 Austin, TX 17.4 9.6 13.2 29 12
28 Kansas City, MO 17.7 --- 12.8 28 ---
29 Oakland, CA 18.4 --- 12.7 25 ---
30 Denver, CO 19.7 --- 12.5 23 ---
31 Colorado Springs, CO 14.7 --- 12.2 35 ---
32 Cincinnati, OH 15.5 --- 12.0 31 ---
33 Long Beach, CA 13.2 9.4 11.2 41 14
34 Charlotte, NC 16.9 --- 11.1 30 ---
35 Portland, OR 14.3 7.7 10.9 38 20
36 Los Angeles, CA 15.1 6.6 10.7 33 24
37 San Diego, CA 14.9 5.1 10.0 34 28
38 Philadelphia, PA 14.6 5.8 2.8 36 25
39 Baltimore, MD 14.4 --- 9.5 37 ---
40 Chicago, IL 13.7 5.3 9.3 39 26
41 Columbus, OH 12.8 5.2 8.8 42 27
42 Pittsburgh, PA --- --- 8.1 --- ---
42 San Jose, CA 12.3 --- 8.1 44 ---
44 Omaha, NB --- --- 7.7 --- ---
44 Virginia Beach, VA 10.0 --- 7.7 46 ---
44 Washington, DC 135 --- 7.7 40 ---
47 Cleveland, OH 12.6 --- 7.3 43 ---
48 Minneapolis, MN 11.8 --- 7.1 45 ---
49 Seattle, WA 9.4 --- 6.8 a7 ---
50 San Francisco, CA 6.7 4.9 5.8 49 29
51 Honolulu, HI --- --- 5.7 --- ---
52 New York, NY 7.1 3.0 4.9 48 30
53 Boston, MA --- --- 4.8 --- ---
"/ ]
City Average 20.5 9.3 135
United States, 2004 --- --- 14.8
2010 Goal 8.0

+ Per 100,000 population using 2000 U.S. Census figures; age adjusted to the year 2000 standard population.

¥ Rank of cities for which data are available and numerator used in rate calculation is greater than 20; 1 corresponds to highest rate.
“--- Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.

* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.
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TABLE 1.15: HoMICIDE RATE BY GENDER, 2004

Ratef Rank#*
Rank City* Male Female Total Male Female
1 New Orleans, LA 91.7 8.4 47.9 1 4
2 Baltimore, MD 73.5 8.7 39.5 2 3
3 Detroit, Ml 68.5 8.9 36.8 3 2
4 Washington, DC 51.4 --- 27.7 4 ---
5 St. Louis, MO 45.0 --- 25.4 5 ---
6 Miami, FL 36.0 --- 22.5 7 ---
7 Atlanta, GA 35.1 --- 21.9 8 ---
8 Philadelphia, PA 39.2 5.3 21.4 6 7
9 Las Vegas, NV 31.3 --- 19.9 9 ---
10 Memphis, TN 31.0 --- 17.6 11 ---
10 Oakland, CA 31.2 --- 17.6 10 ---
10 Sacramento, CA 27.8 --- 17.6 13 ---
13 Kansas City, MO 25.8 9.6 17.5 16 1
14 Dallas, TX 26.5 5.4 16.1 14 5
15 Tucson, AZ 25.7 --- 16.0 17 ---
16 Cleveland, OH 28.2 --- 15.9 12 ---
17 Cincinnati, OH 26.4 --- 15.8 15 ---
18 Chicago, IL 24.9 4.2 14.5 18 92
19 Jacksonville, FL 23.7 5.4 14.3 20 5
20 Denver, CO 21.7 --- 14.2 25 ---
21 Houston, TX 23.5 4.2 14.0 21 9
22 Phoenix, AZ 22.8 4.2 13.9 23 9
23 Los Angeles, CA 23.8 2.9 13.5 19 13
24 Milwaukee, WI 23.1 --- 13.4 22 ---
25 Tulsa, OK 17.9 --- 12.9 30 ---
26 Indianapolis, IN 20.9 4.7 12.7 26 8
27 Long Beach, CA 22.5 --- 12.5 24 ---
28 Columbus, OH 20.0 --- 12.3 27 ---
29 Pittsburgh, PA 18.7 --- 12.1 29 ---
30 Fresno, CA 15.4 --- 12.0 33 ---
31 Charlotte, NC 19.6 --- 11.7 28 ---
32 Minneapolis, MN 17.0 --- 10.5 31 ---
33 Oklahoma City, OK 16.0 --- 10.2 32 ---
34 Fort Worth, TX 14.4 --- 9.8 37 ---
35 Nashville-Davidson, TN 14.7 --- 9.6 36 ---
36 Wichita, KS 12.5 --- 8.7 39 ---
37 San Francisco, CA 15.1 --- 8.6 35 ---
38 Boston, MA 15.2 --- 8.3 34 ---
39 Albuquerque, NM 11.4 --- 8.2 41 ---
39 San Antonio, TX 12.7 4.0 8.2 38 12
41 New York, NY 11.8 2.0 6.7 40 14
42 Mesa, AZ 9.2 --- 6.0 42 ---
43 San Diego, CA 8.0 --- 5.4 43 ---
44 Portland, OR 6.9 --- 4.7 44 ---
45 Seattle, WA 6.8 --- 4.4 45 ---
45 Virginia Beach, VA --- --- 4.4 --- ---
47 Austin, TX 6.0 --- 4.0 47 ---
48 San Jose, CA 6.3 --- 3.5 46 ---
--- Arlington, TX --- --- --- --- ---
--- Colorado Springs, CO --- --- --- --- ---
--- El Paso, TX --- --- --- --- ---
--- Honolulu, HI --- --- --- --- ---
--- Omaha, NB --- --- --- --- ---
"/ ]
City Average 25.0 5.6 14.6
United States, 2004 --- --- 5.6
2010 Goal 2.8

+ Per 100,000 population using 2000 U.S. Census figures; age adjusted to the year 2000 standard population.

¥ Rank of cities for which data are available and numerator used in rate calculation is greater than 20; 1 corresponds to highest rate.
“--- Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.

* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.
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TABLE 1.16: FIREARM-RELATED MORTALITY RATE BY GENDER, 2004

Ratef Rank#*
Rank City* Male Female Total Male Female
1 New Orleans, LA 100.2 8.7 51.6 1 1
2 Detroit, Ml 64.0 6.7 33.5 3 3
2 Las Vegas, NV 58.9 8.4 33.5 4 2
4 Baltimore, MD 64.7 --- 32.0 2 ---
5 St. Louis, MO 48.3 --- 26.2 5 ---
6 Miami, FL 41.9 --- 25.2 92 ---
7 Tucson, AZ 44.5 --- 24.3 6 ---
8 Washington, DC 43.6 --- 22.3 7 ---
9 Philadelphia, PA 42.6 3.4 21.8 8 8
10 Sacramento, CA 39.0 --- 20.9 10 ---
11 Atlanta, GA 34.2 --- 20.8 13 ---
12 Phoenix, AZ 34.7 4.6 19.5 12 7
13 Kansas City, MO 34.2 --- 19.4 13 ---
14 Memphis, TN 36.0 --- 19.0 11 ---
15 Colorado Springs, CO 34.1 --- 18.6 15 ---
15 Tulsa, OK 32.7 --- 18.6 17 ---
17 Jacksonville, FL 33.3 --- 18.1 16 ---
18 Fresno, CA 28.3 --- 17.4 24 ---
19 Dallas, TX 28.9 5.0 17.2 23 4
20 Houston, TX 29.5 4.8 17.0 20 6
21 Charlotte, NC 29.2 --- 16.8 21 ---
22 Albuquerque, NM 31.8 --- 16.7 19 ---
23 Cincinnati, OH 28.3 --- 16.5 24 ---
24 Indianapolis, IN 29.0 4.9 16.2 22 5
25 Oakland, CA 27.7 --- 15.8 26 ---
26 Nashville-Davidson, TN 26.9 --- 15.4 31 ---
27 Long Beach, CA 32.1 --- 15.0 18 ---
28 Pittsburgh, PA 27.4 --- 14.9 27 ---
29 Milwaukee, WI 27.4 --- 14.7 27 ---
30 Denver, CO 24.9 --- 14.5 33 ---
30 Mesa, AZ 27.0 --- 14.5 30 ---
32 Cleveland, OH 27.4 --- 14.2 27 ---
33 Los Angeles, CA 25.5 2.1 13.8 32 9
34 Oklahoma City, OK 24.1 --- 13.4 34 ---
34 Wichita, KS 22.3 --- 13.4 37 ---
36 Columbus, OH 23.4 --- 13.1 35 ---
37 Chicago, IL 23.2 1.8 12.2 36 10
38 Fort Worth, TX 17.5 --- 11.3 42 ---
39 Minneapolis, MN 19.7 --- 10.8 38 ---
40 Virginia Beach, VA 18.4 --- 10.5 39 ---
41 San Antonio, TX 17.8 --- 9.4 40 ---
42 Portland, OR 17.6 --- 9.2 41 ---
43 San Francisco, CA 16.6 --- 8.6 43 ---
44 Austin, TX 14.4 --- 7.7 45 ---
45 Omaha, NB 15.0 --- 7.2 44 ---
46 Boston, MA 14.1 --- 7.1 46 ---
47 Arlington, TX --- --- 7.0 --- ---
48 Seattle, WA 11.8 --- 6.9 47 ---
49 San Diego, CA 10.8 --- 6.6 48 ---
50 San Jose, CA 9.9 --- 5.3 51 ---
51 El Paso, TX 10.2 --- 5.2 49 ---
52 New York, NY 10.0 0.6 5.1 50 11
--- Honolulu, HI --- --- --- --- ---
"/ ]
City Average 30.1 4.6 16.3
United States, 2004 --- --- 9.8
2010 Goal 3.6

+ Per 100,000 population using 2000 U.S. Census figures; age adjusted to the year 2000 standard population.

¥ Rank of cities for which data are available and numerator used in rate calculation is greater than 20; 1 corresponds to highest rate.
“--- Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.

* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.
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TABLE 1.17: SuICIDE RATE BY GENDER, 2004

Ratef Rank#*
Rank City* Male Female Total Male Female
1 Las Vegas, NV 55.5 15.0 34.5 1 1
2 Colorado Springs, CO 45.0 --- 26.1 2 ---
3 Tucson, AZ 39.7 12.3 25.0 3 2
4 Sacramento, CA 36.6 10.9 22.7 5 3
5 Albuquerque, NM 37.8 --- 21.0 4 ---
6 Mesa, AZ 32.0 --- 19.6 6 ---
7 Miami, FL 26.6 --- 17.1 9 ---
8 Denver, CO 23.4 10.0 16.2 13 5
9 Jacksonville, FL 28.1 5.9 15.6 7 11
10 Pittsburgh, PA 26.2 --- 15.2 11 ---
10 Wichita, KS 25.6 --- 15.2 12 ---
12 Portland, OR 21.4 10.1 15.1 19 4
13 Fresno, CA 27.4 --- 14.8 8 ---
14 Phoenix, AZ 23.4 7.0 14.7 13 9
15 Tulsa, OK 26.4 --- 14.5 10 ---
16 Milwaukee, WI 21.6 7.8 14.2 17 7
17 Oklahoma City, OK 22.3 --- 14.1 16 ---
18 Atlanta, GA 21.3 --- 13.8 20 ---
19 Austin, TX 21.1 --- 13.6 21 ---
20 Cincinnati, OH 16.8 --- 13.3 34 ---
21 Charlotte, NC 20.9 --- 13.2 22 ---
22 St. Louis, MO 18.9 --- 13.0 25 ---
23 Indianapolis, IN 18.5 8.6 12.9 28 6
24 Virginia Beach, VA 21.6 --- 12.8 17 ---
25 Nashville-Davidson, TN 20.8 --- 12.6 23 ---
26 Cleveland, OH 19.7 --- 12.2 24 ---
26 Seattle, WA 18.3 --- 12.2 29 ---
28 Kansas City, MO 22.9 --- 12.1 15 ---
29 Houston, TX 17.9 6.5 12.0 31 10
30 San Francisco, CA 18.3 5.1 11.6 29 13
31 Fort Worth, TX 16.0 --- 10.9 37 ---
31 Honolulu, HI 13.5 --- 10.9 45 ---
33 Columbus, OH 17.3 --- 10.8 33 ---
34 Philadelphia, PA 18.8 4.3 10.7 26 15
35 Omaha, NB 16.8 --- 10.5 34 ---
36 San Diego, CA 14.0 7.2 10.4 43 8
37 Dallas, TX 15.5 5.2 10.3 39 12
38 San Antonio, TX 17.6 3.8 10.2 32 16
39 Arlington, TX 15.4 --- 9.4 40 ---
40 Long Beach, CA 18.6 --- 9.3 27 ---
41 San Jose, CA 14.0 4.8 9.2 43 14
42 New Orleans, LA 15.8 --- 8.9 38 ---
43 Minneapolis, MN 15.1 --- 8.8 42 ---
44 Memphis, TN 15.2 --- 8.6 41 ---
45 Oakland, CA 12.6 --- 8.4 46 ---
46 El Paso, TX 16.6 --- 8.3 36 ---
47 Los Angeles, CA 11.9 3.0 7.1 47 17
48 Chicago, IL 10.5 2.7 6.3 50 18
49 Detroit, Ml 10.8 --- 6.1 49 ---
50 New York, NY 2.9 2.7 6.0 51 18
51 Baltimore, MD 11.9 --- 5.6 a7 ---
51 Washington, DC 9.7 --- 5.6 52 ---
53 Boston, MA 6.9 --- 4.2 53 ---
"/ ]
City Average 20.8 7.0 12.8
United States, 2004 --- --- 10.7
2010 Goal 4.8

+ Per 100,000 population using 2000 U.S. Census figures; age adjusted to the year 2000 standard population.

¥ Rank of cities for which data are available and numerator used in rate calculation is greater than 20; 1 corresponds to highest rate.
“--- Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.

* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.
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TABLE 1.18: HIV-RELATED MORTALITY RATE BY GENDER, 2004

Ratef Rank#*
Rank City* Male Female Total Male Female
1 Miami, FL 79.4 37.9 58.4 1 1
2 Baltimore, MD 68.8 35.0 50.5 2 2
3 Atlanta, GA 57.5 26.1 42.1 3 4
4 Washington, DC 57.3 27.1 41.1 4 3
5 New Orleans, LA 41.0 15.3 27.2 5 5
6 San Francisco, CA 38.0 --- 21.7 6 ---
7 New York, NY 25.5 12.1 18.2 7 7
8 Memphis, TN 24.3 12.6 18.0 8 6
9 Philadelphia, PA 24.3 9.1 16.1 8 9
10 Charlotte, NC 21.8 9.4 15.3 12 8
11 Houston, TX 20.4 8.0 14.1 14 10
11 Nashville-Davidson, TN 22.1 7.1 14.1 11 13
13 Dallas, TX 23.3 3.8 13.4 10 15
14 Detroit, Ml 16.9 7.7 12.0 19 12
15 Long Beach, CA 21.1 --- 11.1 13 ---
16 Jacksonville, FL 14.5 7.8 11.0 23 11
17 St. Louis, MO 19.5 --- 10.3 15 ---
18 Denver, CO 19.1 --- 10.0 16 ---
19 Oakland, CA 17.0 --- 9.9 18 ---
20 Boston, MA 15.3 --- 9.7 21 ---
20 Chicago, IL 14.3 5.5 9.7 24 14
22 Fort Worth, TX 14.7 --- 9.6 22 ---
23 Kansas City, MO 17.5 --- 9.4 17 ---
24 Los Angeles, CA 16.0 2.0 8.9 20 16
25 Las Vegas, NV 13.5 --- 8.2 26 ---
26 Cleveland, OH 11.5 --- 7.9 30 ---
27 Seattle, WA 13.3 --- 7.8 27 ---
28 San Diego, CA 13.9 --- 7.6 25 ---
29 Sacramento, CA 11.6 --- 7.0 29 ---
30 San Antonio, TX 11.9 --- 6.8 28 ---
31 El Paso, TX 11.0 --- 6.2 31 ---
32 Austin, TX 9.3 --- 5.8 34 ---
33 Milwaukee, WI 9.1 --- 5.6 35 ---
33 Phoenix, AZ 2.9 --- 5.6 32 ---
35 Indianapolis, IN 9.7 --- 5.5 33 ---
36 Tucson, AZ --- --- 5.3 --- ---
37 Oklahoma City, OK 8.8 --- 4.9 36 ---
38 Portland, OR 8.0 --- 4.4 37 ---
39 Columbus, OH --- --- 3.5 --- ---
40 San Jose, CA --- --- 2.3 --- ---
--- Albuquerque, NM --- --- --- --- ---
--- Arlington, TX --- --- --- --- ---
--- Cincinnati, OH --- --- --- --- ---
--- Colorado Springs, CO --- --- --- --- ---
--- Fresno, CA --- --- --- --- ---
--- Honolulu, HI --- --- --- --- ---
--- Mesa, AZ --- --- --- --- ---
--- Minneapolis, MN --- --- --- --- ---
--- Omaha, NB --- --- --- --- ---
--- Pittsburgh, PA --- --- --- --- ---
--- Tulsa, OK --- --- --- --- ---
--- Virginia Beach, VA --- --- --- --- ---
--- Wichita, KS --- --- --- --- ---
"/ ]
City Average 22.5 14.2 13.9
United States, 2004 --- --- 4.4
2010 Goal 0.7

+ Per 100,000 population using 2000 U.S. Census figures; age adjusted to the year 2000 standard population.

¥ Rank of cities for which data are available and numerator used in rate calculation is greater than 20; 1 corresponds to highest rate.
“--- Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.

* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.
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TABLE 1.19: PNEUMONIA AND INFLUENZA MORTALITY RATE BY GENDER, 2005

Ratef Rank#*
Rank City* Male Female Total Male Female
1 Sacramento, CA 58.5 38.8 45.7 2 1
2 Tucson, AZ 58.6 30.4 41.2 1 4
3 Las Vegas, NV 52.0 30.0 39.6 3 5
4 New York, NY 47.4 30.9 37.1 4 2
5 Fresno, CA 42.3 30.5 34.7 5 3
6 Los Angeles, CA 40.9 29.3 33.7 6 6
7 San Francisco, CA 37.8 21.3 28.3 7 15
8 Miami, FL 36.7 22.7 28.0 10 12
9 Boston, MA 33.4 23.7 27.1 15 8
10 San Jose, CA 30.9 24.5 27.0 17 7
11 Baltimore, MD 37.1 20.9 26.9 8 17
12 Oakland, CA 32.7 23.3 26.7 16 92
13 Columbus, OH 37.1 22.0 26.5 8 13
13 Jacksonville, FL 34.5 22.9 26.5 13 10
15 Virginia Beach, VA 35.0 21.1 25.9 12 16
16 Memphis, TN 36.5 20.6 25.8 11 18
17 Long Beach, CA 23.9 22.9 23.3 32 10
18 Detroit, Ml 29.8 18.7 22.9 19 21
19 Chicago, IL 30.6 17.2 22.4 18 28
19 Phoenix, AZ 29.8 18.6 22.4 19 23
21 St. Louis, MO 33.7 16.9 22.1 14 29
22 Denver, CO 24.6 19.5 21.9 29 19
23 Tulsa, OK 25.5 18.8 21.5 27 20
24 Albuquerque, NM 27.2 18.3 21.4 24 25
24 Oklahoma City, OK 27.6 18.7 21.4 22 21
26 Nashville-Davidson, TN 28.9 16.4 21.0 21 31
27 Omaha, NB 21.3 21.4 20.7 39 14
28 Houston, TX 22.9 18.0 20.0 35 26
29 Cincinnati, OH 26.8 16.9 19.5 25 29
30 Indianapolis, IN 20.7 18.5 19.3 42 24
31 Colorado Springs, CO 21.2 175 19.1 40 27
31 Mesa, AZ 24.1 15.7 19.1 31 32
33 Pittsburgh, PA 26.3 14.3 18.7 26 37
34 Atlanta, GA 27.4 13.1 18.4 23 43
35 Arlington, TX --- --- 17.8 --- ---
36 Honolulu, HI 21.1 14.6 17.5 41 36
37 El Paso, TX 19.3 15.7 17.2 44 32
38 Charlotte, NC 23.0 13.9 17.1 34 39
39 Milwaukee, WI 23.4 13.8 17.0 33 40
40 San Diego, CA 22.4 13.4 16.8 36 41
41 New Orleans, LA 18.5 15.0 16.7 47 34
42 Cleveland, OH 20.3 13.4 16.2 43 41
42 Dallas, TX 24.6 11.1 16.2 29 49
42 Philadelphia, PA 21.9 13.0 16.2 38 44
42 Washington, DC 19.3 14.9 16.2 44 35
46 Fort Worth, TX 25.1 11.3 15.9 28 48
47 San Antonio, TX 19.2 12.6 15.3 46 46
48 Wichita, KS 17.9 14.3 15.1 49 37
49 Kansas City, MO 17.4 13.0 14.5 51 44
50 Minneapolis, MN 17.9 11.6 13.9 49 47
50 Seattle, WA 22.3 2.0 13.9 37 52
52 Austin, TX 16.8 10.6 13.2 52 51
52 Portland, OR 18.5 10.9 13.2 47 50
"/ ]
City Average 28.7 18.6 22.2
United States, 2004 --- --- 20.4

2010 Goal ---

+ Per 100,000 population using 2000 U.S. Census figures; age adjusted to the year 2000 standard population.

¥ Rank of cities for which data are available and numerator used in rate calculation is greater than 20; 1 corresponds to highest rate.
“--- Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.

* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.
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TABLE 1.20: DIABETES MORTALITY RATE BY GENDER, 2005

Ratef Rank#*
Rank City* Male Female Total Male Female
1 New Orleans, LA 77.9 60.5 66.3 1 1
2 San Antonio, TX 55.3 46.1 49.8 4 2
3 El Paso, TX 57.5 38.3 45.8 2 4
4 Sacramento, CA 55.0 34.0 42.5 5 10
5 Cincinnati, OH 56.8 35.0 42.2 3 7
6 Fresno, CA 51.3 34.2 41.2 7 9
7 Tucson, AZ 42.4 39.1 40.7 11 3
8 Miami, FL 52.0 31.9 39.8 6 14
8 Washington, DC 45.5 36.1 39.8 9 6
10 Columbus, OH 48.7 32.7 38.9 8 13
11 Baltimore, MD 41.4 36.4 38.5 12 5
12 Jacksonville, FL 39.2 34.5 37.1 15 8
13 St. Louis, MO 37.7 33.4 35.6 20 12
14 Fort Worth, TX 38.0 33.7 35.0 18 11
15 Memphis, TN 40.9 31.9 34.8 14 14
16 Portland, OR 41.0 28.8 34.1 13 19
17 Milwaukee, WI 44.3 26.5 33.3 10 24
18 Detroit, Ml 36.7 29.2 32.4 22 18
19 Nashville-Davidson, TN 37.5 28.8 32.1 21 19
20 Houston, TX 33.5 30.5 31.9 28 17
21 Cleveland, OH 31.0 31.0 314 36 16
22 Wichita, KS 35.5 27.3 30.5 25 23
23 Los Angeles, CA 35.9 26.3 30.4 24 25
24 Oakland, CA 36.3 25.7 30.1 23 27
25 Albuquerque, NM 38.0 23.3 30.0 18 33
26 Austin, TX 33.8 27.9 29.9 27 21
27 Indianapolis, IN 38.1 23.1 28.9 17 35
28 Chicago, IL 32.8 25.0 28.4 29 30
29 San Jose, CA 32.0 25.8 28.0 31 26
30 Omaha, NB 32.1 25.3 27.7 30 28
31 Arlington, TX 38.2 21.2 27.6 16 40
32 Tulsa, OK 29.4 25.3 27.3 37 28
33 Long Beach, CA 25.7 27.7 26.7 45 22
34 Philadelphia, PA 31.3 22.9 26.6 34 36
35 Oklahoma City, OK 31.5 24.5 26.2 33 31
36 Kansas City, MO 28.5 24.0 25.9 40 32
37 Charlotte, NC 31.8 20.8 25.8 32 42
38 Dallas, TX 28.9 22.9 25.2 39 36
39 Seattle, WA 31.1 19.6 24.6 35 45
40 Pittsburgh, PA 34,5 18.0 24.2 26 49
41 Las Vegas, NV 25.8 22.1 24.1 44 38
41 Mesa, AZ 27.3 21.9 24.1 41 39
43 Minneapolis, MN 24.3 23.2 23.0 47 34
44 Phoenix, AZ 26.4 20.1 22.9 43 44
45 New York, NY 27.3 19.6 22.8 41 45
46 San Diego, CA 25.4 18.7 21.7 46 48
47 Boston, MA 23.6 19.6 21.6 48 45
48 Denver, CO 29.2 15.7 21.5 38 50
49 Virginia Beach, VA 22.3 20.3 21.4 49 43
50 Atlanta, GA 19.1 21.1 20.4 51 41
51 San Francisco, CA 20.0 13.7 17.0 50 52
52 Colorado Springs, CO 17.8 155 16.2 52 51
53 Honolulu, HI 17.2 10.3 13.5 53 53
"/ ]
City Average 35.7 27.0 30.5
United States, 2004 --- --- 24.4
2010 Goal 46.0

+ Per 100,000 population using 2000 U.S. Census figures; age adjusted to the year 2000 standard population.

¥ Rank of cities for which data are available and numerator used in rate calculation is greater than 20; 1 corresponds to highest rate.
“--- Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.

* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.
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TaBLE 1.21: INFANT MORTALITY RATE, 2003 TABLE 1.22: FERTILITY RATE, 2003

Rank City* Ratef Rank City* Ratef
1 Memphis, TN 17.3 1 Miami, FL 182.9
2 Detroit, MI 16.4 2 Las Vegas, NV 173.0
3 Pittsburgh, PA 145 3 Tulsa, OK 138.0
4 Baltimore, MD 12.8 4 Sacramento, CA 129.9
5 St. Louis, MO 12.7 5 Fresno, CA 101.5
6 Tucson, AZ 12.1 6 El Paso, TX 99.6
7 Milwaukee, WI 114 7 Houston, TX 97.7
8 New Orleans, LA 11.3 8 Mesa, AZ 97.1
9 Philadelphia, PA 10.6 9 Fort Worth, TX 91.8

10 Washington, DC 10.5 10 Atlanta, GA 90.1

11 Cincinnati, OH 10.3 11 Denver, CO 88.5

11 Oklahoma City, OK 10.3 12 San Antonio, TX 85.8

13 Jacksonville, FL 10.2 13 Phoenix, AZ 85.3

14 Chicago, IL 10.0 14 Wichita, KS 84.9

14 Cleveland, OH 10.0 15 Dallas, TX 83.7

16 Columbus, OH 9.8 16 Charlotte, NC 82.2

17 Indianapolis, IN 9.4 17 Albuquerque, NM 81.7

18 Fort Worth, TX 8.8 18 Colorado Springs, CO 79.5

19 Kansas City, MO 8.3 19 Omaha, NB 77.9

20 Dallas, TX 8.1 20 Milwaukee, WI 77.8

21 Honolulu, HI 8.0 21 Arlington, TX 77.3

22 San Antonio, TX 7.5 22 Indianapolis, IN 76.2

23 Nashville-Davidson, TN 7.4 23 San Jose, CA 76.0

24 Omaha, NB 7.3 24 Oklahoma City, OK 73.6

25 Charlotte, NC 7.2 25 Austin, TX 73.2

25 Colorado Springs, CO 7.2 26 Long Beach, CA 72.2

27 Fresno, CA 7.0 27 Los Angeles, CA 72.0

27 Long Beach, CA 7.0 28 Kansas City, MO 71.5

29 Denver, CO 6.9 29 Memphis, TN 71.4

29 Houston, TX 6.9 30 Cincinnati, OH 71.1

31 Phoenix, AZ 6.8 31 Cleveland, OH 70.4

32 Virginia Beach, VA 6.7 32 Portland, OR 69.1

33 Oakland, CA 6.5 33 Chicago, IL 68.5

34 Wichita, KS 6.3 34 Jacksonville, FL 68.2

35 Arlington, TX 6.2 35 San Diego, CA 65.6

35 Austin, TX 6.2 36 St. Louis, MO 65.0

35 New York, NY 6.2 37 Minneapolis, MN 64.8

38 Boston, MA 6.1 38 Detroit, Ml 64.7

39 Mesa, AZ 6.0 39 Oakland, CA 64.5

40 Sacramento, CA 5.9 40 Honolulu, HI 63.6

41 Seattle, WA 5.6 41 Philadelphia, PA 63.0

42 Los Angeles, CA 5.5 41 Virginia Beach, VA 63.0

43 Minneapolis, MN 5.4 43 Nashville-Davidson, TN 62.7

44 Miami, FL 5.0 44 New York, NY 62.5

45 Albuquerque, NM 4.5 45 Baltimore, MD 62.2

45 San Diego, CA 4.5 46 New Orleans, LA 60.1

45 Tulsa, OK 4.5 47 Columbus, OH 57.9

48 San Jose, CA 4.0 48 Tucson, AZ 57.2

49 El Paso, TX 3.9 49 Washington, DC 53.0

49 Portland, OR 3.9 50 Boston, MA 47.6

51 Las Vegas, NV 3.7 51 Pittsburgh, PA 47.1

52 San Francisco, CA 3.1 52 Seattle, WA 46.2

--- Atlanta, GA --- 53 San Francisco, CA 45.7

.
City Average 8.0 City Average 78.4
United States, 2004 6.8 United States, 2003 66.1
2010 Goal 4.5 2010 Goal ---

T Rate per 1,000 live births.

¥ Rank of cities for which data are available and numerator used in rate calculation is greater

than 20; 1 corresponds to highest rate.

“--- Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further de-

tail see technical notes.

* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.

T Rate per 1,000 women age 15-44 calculated using 2000 U.S. Census figures as the denominiator.

¥ Rank of cities for which data are available and numerator used in rate calculation is greater
than 20; 1 corresponds to highest rate.

“--- Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further de-
tail see technical notes.

* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.
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TABLE 1.23: PERCENT Low BIRTHWEIGHT, 2003 TABLE 1.24: PERCENT OF MOTHERS UNDER AGE TWENTY, 2003

Rank City* Ratef Rank City* Ratef
1 Detroit, MI 135 1 Baltimore, MD 18.3
1 New Orleans, LA 13.5 2 Cleveland, OH 17.8
3 Baltimore, MD 13.2 2 Memphis, TN 17.8
4 Memphis, TN 12.0 4 St. Louis, MO 17.7
5 Philadelphia, PA 11.7 5 Detroit, Ml 17.6
6 Cleveland, OH 114 6 New Orleans, LA 175
6 St. Louis, MO 114 7 Milwaukee, WI 17.4
8 Cincinnati, OH 11.2 8 Cincinnati, OH 16.6
8 Pittsburgh, PA 11.2 9 El Paso, TX 16.1

10 Washington, DC 10.9 10 Philadelphia, PA 16.0

11 Atlanta, GA 10.4 11 Fresno, CA 15.5

12 Colorado Springs, CO 10.3 12 Phoenix, AZ 15.3

12 Miami, FL 10.3 12 San Antonio, TX 15.3

14 Chicago, IL 10.1 14 Dallas, TX 15.0

15 Columbus, OH 9.8 15 Fort Worth, TX 14.7

15 Jacksonville, FL 9.8 16 Oklahoma City, OK 14.6

15 Milwaukee, WI 9.8 17 Albuquerque, NM 13.9

18 Nashville-Davidson, TN 9.5 17 Tucson, AZ 13.9

19 Denver, CO 9.3 19 Tulsa, OK 13.8

20 Albuquerque, NM 9.1 20 Chicago, IL 13.6

20 Charlotte, NC 9.1 21 Kansas City, MO 13.3

22 Boston, MA 8.9 22 Indianapolis, IN 13.1

22 San Antonio, TX 8.9 23 Houston, TX 13.0

24 Indianapolis, IN 8.8 24 Jacksonville, FL 12.7

25 Honolulu, HI 8.6 25 Atlanta, GA 12.3

26 New York, NY 8.5 25 Denver, CO 12.3

27 Fort Worth, TX 8.4 27 Wichita, KS 12.2

27 Oklahoma City, OK 8.4 28 Pittsburgh, PA 11.9

29 Kansas City, MO 8.3 29 Columbus, OH 11.7

29 Tucson, AZ 8.3 30 Nashville-Davidson, TN 11.6

29 Wichita, KS 8.3 31 Sacramento, CA 114

32 Dallas, TX 8.2 31 Washington, DC 11.4

32 Houston, TX 8.2 33 Las Vegas, NV 11.0

34 Las Vegas, NV 8.1 33 Miami, FL 11.0

35 Arlington, TX 8.0 35 Arlington, TX 10.8

36 El Paso, TX 7.9 35 Austin, TX 10.8

37 Omaha, NB 7.8 37 Mesa, AZ 10.7

38 Tulsa, OK 7.7 38 Colorado Springs, CO 10.5

39 Virginia Beach, VA 7.6 39 Long Beach, CA 10.4

40 Minneapolis, MN 7.5 40 Minneapolis, MN 10.3

41 Long Beach, CA 7.4 41 Los Angeles, CA 10.2

41 Oakland, CA 7.4 41 Omaha, NB 10.2

43 San Francisco, CA 7.3 43 Oakland, CA 9.8

44 Los Angeles, CA 7.2 44 Charlotte, NC 8.7

45 Austin, TX 7.1 45 San Diego, CA 7.9

45 Fresno, CA 7.1 46 Virginia Beach, VA 7.8

45 Phoenix, AZ 7.1 47 Boston, MA 7.5

48 Sacramento, CA 6.9 48 New York, NY 7.4

49 San Diego, CA 6.7 49 Portland, OR 7.0

50 Seattle, WA 6.6 50 San Jose, CA 6.0

51 Portland, OR 6.5 51 Honolulu, HI 5.2

52 San Jose, CA 6.3 52 San Francisco, CA 4.3

53 Mesa, AZ 6.2 53 Seattle, WA 3.8

. =, |
City Average 8.9 City Average 12.2
United States, 2003 7.9 United States, 2003 10.3
2010 Goal 5.0 2010 Goal ---

¥ Rank of cities for which data are available and numerator used in rate calculation is greater

than 20; 1 corresponds to highest rate.

“--- Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further de-

tail see technical notes.

* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.

than 20; 1 corresponds to highest rate.

tail see technical notes.

* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.

¥ Rank of cities for which data are available and numerator used in rate calculation is greater

“--- Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further de-
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TABLE 1.25: PERCENT OF MOTHERS WHO SMOKE, 2003

Rank City* Percentt
1 Philadelphia, PA 17.7
2 Indianapolis, IN 17.6
3 Cleveland, OH 17.3
4 St. Louis, MO 16.0
5 Columbus, OH 15.7
6 Cincinnati, OH 15.6
7 Oklahoma City, OK 15.1
8 Wichita, KS 14.7
9 Detroit, Ml 13.8

10 Omaha, NB 13.2

11 Baltimore, MD 13.1

12 Kansas City, MO 13.0

13 Milwaukee, WI 12.4

14 Portland, OR 11.1

14 Tucson, AZ 11.1

16 Albuquerque, NM 11.0

17 Jacksonville, FL 9.6

18 Colorado Springs, CO 9.5

19 Nashville-Davidson, TN 9.2

20 Las Vegas, NV 8.3

21 Denver, CO 7.0

22 Memphis, TN 6.9

23 Mesa, AZ 6.6

24 Virginia Beach, VA 6.5

25 Charlotte, NC 6.2

25 Chicago, IL 6.2

25 Minneapolis, MN 6.2

28 Phoenix, AZ 5.8

29 Arlington, TX 5.6

30 Tulsa, OK 4,9

31 Fort Worth, TX 4.4

32 Honolulu, HI 4.1

33 Boston, MA 4.0

34 Washington, DC 3.7

35 Austin, TX 3.6

36 San Antonio, TX 3.2

37 Atlanta, GA 3.0

38 Dallas, TX 2.8

39 New Orleans, LA 2.5

40 Houston, TX 2.3

41 El Paso, TX 1.9

41 New York, NY 1.9

43 Miami, FL 0.7

--- Fresno, CA ---

--- Long Beach, CA ---

--- Los Angeles, CA ---

--- Oakland, CA ---

Pittsburgh, PA

Sacramento, CA
San Diego, CA
San Francisco, CA
San Jose, CA
Seattle, WA

City Average
United States, 2003
2010 Goal

¥ Rank of cities for which data are available and numerator used in rate calculation is greater

than 20; 1 corresponds to highest rate.

“--- Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further de-

tail see technical notes.

* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.
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TABLE 2.1: HIV (NoT AIDS) PREVALENCE RATE BY RACE/ETHNICITY**, 2005

Ratef
NH White  NH White Alone/ NH Black  NH Black Alone/

Rank City* Alone$ Combinationf Alone$ Combination£ Hispanic Total
1 Washington, DC 657.8 636.4 4,344.2 4,268.9 2,177.8 2,951.6
2 Miami, FL 2,846.4 2,768.4 5,826.3 5,444.9 1,350.9 2,407.4
3 Baltimore, MD 368.1 358.6 1,570.0 1,551.4 307.4 1,343.3
4 San Francisco, CA 1,150.5 1,094.1 1,534.2 1,407.8 751.6 792.2
5 Kansas City, MO 486.5 474.9 723.8 701.9 398.6 538.3
6 Denver, CO 651.7 634.0 834.4 776.8 293.7 535.3
7 Mesa, AZ 418.0 410.7 1,695.6 1,432.0 514.8 482.6
8 New York, NY 286.8 275.8 801.3 766.6 482.9 440.8
9 New Orleans, LA 467.1 455.6 410.0 406.7 323.8 412.6

10 Charlotte, NC 143.4 141.2 956.4 940.1 138.2 403.1

11 Dallas, TX 510.7 499.5 628.6 617.7 165.6 402.1

11 Memphis, TN 178.1 174.8 550.6 546.7 129.4 402.1

13 Seattle, WA 407.5 391.3 715.4 618.2 588.8 389.8

14 Boston, MA 326.5 317.2 517.4 480.0 411.3 353.9

15 Houston, TX 282.5 274.9 772.6 760.9 165.1 346.3

16 Chicago, IL 318.0 305.8 500.7 494.0 191.9 342.6

17 Minneapolis, MN 297.8 287.3 616.5 546.5 233.1 326.7

18 Nashville-Davidson, TN 206.7 202.5 586.0 572.2 203.1 296.9

19 Cincinnati, OH 228.4 223.7 337.7 330.2 --- 269.0

20 Fort Worth, TX 191.9 187.7 630.9 617.1 138.0 261.3

21 Oakland, CA 274.6 253.0 408.9 391.1 131.5 253.3

22 Los Angeles, CA 285.8 269.2 574.4 546.1 186.2 250.7

23 Milwaukee, WI 135.8 131.8 342.5 333.0 237.3 218.3

24 Cleveland, OH 119.6 115.8 245.5 241.2 368.6 213.6

25 Jacksonville, FL 79.1 77.5 511.7 501.7 104.6 203.9

26 Phoenix, AZ 209.3 204.5 566.2 513.9 122.0 195.6

27 Tucson, AZ 218.8 213.0 464.8 407.8 128.8 194.2

28 Columbus, OH 158.2 154.4 325.9 307.3 246.1 192.3

29 Indianapolis, IN (Marion County) 122.0 120.0 280.1 271.2 159.2 159.7

30 Portland, OR (Multnomah County) 158.9 153.2 273.3 231.8 131.0 150.6

31 Oklahoma City, OK 107.9 103.6 194.8 183.6 58.4 140.7

32 Virginia Beach, VA 69.4 67.6 365.4 348.3 135.1 124.4

33 San Antonio, TX 113.1 110.0 314.3 299.2 111.4 123.5

34 Omaha, NB 69.4 68.3 252.8 238.6 95.2 97.4

35 Fresno, CA (Fresno County) 77.2 74.0 357.4 331.4 65.1 84.4

36 San Jose, CA 94.3 88.6 244.1 214.5 97.8 76.8

37 Albuquerque, NM (Bernalillo County) 78.4 76.3 167.9 144.4 68.1 75.1

38 Colorado Springs, CO (El Paso County) 62.7 --- 225.4 --- 71.9 71.8

39 Long Beach, CA 66.7 63.1 --- --- 42.4 47.9

40 El Paso, TX --- --- --- --- 10.9 9.8

--- Arlington, TX --- --- --- --- --- ---

--- Atlanta, GA --- --- --- --- --- ---

--- Austin, TX --- --- --- --- --- ---

--- Detroit, MI --- --- --- --- --- ---

--- Honolulu, HI (Honolulu County) --- --- - --- - -
--- Las Vegas, NV --- - - - - -
--- Philadelphia, PA --- --- --- --- --- ---

Pittsburgh, PA
--- Sacramento, CA (Sacramento County) --- --- --- --- - -
--- San Diego, CA (San Diego County) --- --- - - - -
--- St. Louis, MO --- - - S - -
--- Tulsa, OK --- - - - - -
--- Wichita, KS (Sedgwick County) --- -—-- o —— - -

City Average 331.4 327.9 919.9 778.0 295.8 414.5
United States, 2005 -
2010 Goal —

* County data were used instead of city-level data for the following: Albuquerque, Colorado Springs, Fresno, Honolulu, Indianapolis, Portland, Sacramento, San Diego, and Wichita.

T People living with HIV (not AIDS) at the end of 2005, crude rate per 100,000 population using 2000 U.S. Census figures.

For the Non-Hispanic (NH) racial group described above, § Alone represents the population that indicated being only of that race; £Alone/Combination represents the population that indicated
being only of that race or being of that race in combination with one or more races.

“--- Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available.

** Race/ethnicity-specific rates may be underestimated for cities that have a large percentage of cases with unknown race/ethnicity. The reader should consider the percent of “Other/Un-
known Race/Ethnicity” presented in Table A.4 when comparing race/ethnicity-specific rates across cities. See technical notes for additional information.
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TaBLE 2.2: AIDS PREVALENCE RATE BY RACE/ETHNICITY**, 2005

Ratef
NH White  NH White Alone/ NH Black  NH Black Alone/

Rank City* Alone$ Combinationf Alone$ Combination£ Hispanic Total
1 Miami, FL 3,555.0 3,457.7 8,312.8 7,768.6 1,876.6 3,353.4
2 Washington, DC 1,242.6 1,202.3 2,624.9 2,579.4 1,187.9 2,015.2
3 Atlanta, GA 1,131.9 1,111.2 1,553.2 1,537.8 817.3 1,346.5
4 San Francisco, CA 1,685.7 1,603.1 2,075.1 1,904.2 1,208.2 1,123.0
5 Baltimore, MD 316.0 307.8 1,356.3 1,340.3 560.5 978.6
6 New York, NY 424.7 408.4 1,383.7 1,323.9 919.3 748.4
7 Philadelphia, PA 319.1 312.1 979.7 960.2 --- 630.2
8 Denver, CO 790.6 769.1 924.6 860.6 344.9 629.8
9 Dallas, TX 753.9 737.3 789.0 775.3 264.1 563.4

10 Fort Worth, TX 515.6 504.4 934.7 914.3 195.8 485.5

11 Mesa, AZ 412.5 405.3 1,653.0 1,396.0 550.6 481.4

12 Houston, TX 475.5 462.7 907.0 893.3 268.3 477.6

13 Seattle, WA 485.2 465.9 818.6 707.3 821.0 461.0

14 Boston, MA 334.1 324.5 818.2 759.0 528.9 442.8

15 Oakland, CA 424.7 391.2 712.2 681.2 205.8 408.5

16 New Orleans, LA 558.7 544.9 345.1 342.3 411.4 394.5

17 Chicago, IL 271.4 261.0 540.7 533.5 221.9 345.0

18 Jacksonville, FL 160.4 157.1 751.7 736.9 232.1 330.6

19 Memphis, TN 166.5 163.5 408.8 405.9 150.1 311.6

20 Cleveland, OH 203.6 197.1 355.3 348.9 535.6 302.0

21 Los Angeles, CA 342.5 322.6 609.0 579.0 262.1 300.6

22 Kansas City, MO 276.3 269.7 365.9 354.9 215.7 291.0

23 Nashville-Davidson, TN 203.7 199.5 566.2 552.9 168.6 288.3

24 Detroit, MI 202.2 179.4 295.6 291.5 148.4 270.4

25 Minneapolis, MN 220.8 213.0 487.0 431.7 229.6 250.9

26 Cincinnati, OH 202.6 198.3 303.1 296.3 --- 240.3

27 Portland, OR (Multnomah County) 246.7 237.9 360.7 306.0 247.9 234.4

28 Milwaukee, WI 147.6 143.3 325.3 316.2 269.4 221.1

29 Indianapolis, IN (Marion County) 169.4 166.6 380.7 368.7 249.3 220.2

30 San Diego, CA (San Diego County) 209.6 201.2 515.9 456.9 224.8 210.1

31 San Antonio, TX 185.5 180.5 393.2 374.3 188.1 196.7

32 Charlotte, NC 78.9 77.7 413.9 406.8 --- 184.3

33 Tucson, AZ 204.4 198.9 419.3 367.9 140.3 184.1

34 Phoenix, AZ 183.2 179.0 437.6 397.2 109.1 167.2

35 Oklahoma City, OK 108.5 104.2 170.1 160.3 64.2 128.2

36 Columbus, OH 111.2 108.5 182.9 172.5 143.1 124.2

37 Sacramento, CA (Sacramento County) 123.7 117.3 293.0 261.1 96.0 121.0

38 San Jose, CA 133.9 125.9 447.5 393.2 145.2 114.3

39 Albuquerque, NM (Bernalillo County) 114.9 111.7 226.3 194.7 110.9 112.1

40 Omaha, NB 76.9 75.7 250.8 236.8 204.1 109.2

41 Virginia Beach, VA 59.9 58.4 268.0 255.5 --- 96.9

42 Honolulu, HI (Honolulu County) --- --- --- --- --- 85.1

43 Fresno, CA (Fresno County) 70.2 67.4 325.1 301.5 73.4 78.7

44 Colorado Springs, CO (El Paso County) 41.4 --- 132.7 --- 56.5 47.2

45 Long Beach, CA 34.7 32.8 --- --- 21.8 29.5

46 El Paso, TX --- --- --- --- 104 8.9

--- Arlington, TX --- --- --- --- --- ---

--- Austin, TX --- --- --- --- --- ---

--- Las Vegas, NV --- - - —— - -
=== Pittsburgh, PA == --- --- --- --- ---
--- St. Louis, MO --- - - S - -
--- Tulsa, OK --- - - - - -
--- Wichita, KS (Sedgwick County) --- -—-- o —— - -

City Average 408.6 403.6 930.8 815.4 358.0 437.9
United States, 2005 -
2010 Goal —

* County data were used instead of city-level data for the following: Albuquerque, Colorado Springs, Fresno, Honolulu, Indianapolis, Portland, Sacramento, San Diego, and Wichita.

T People living with AIDS at the end of 2005, crude rate per 100,000 population using 2000 U.S. Census figures.

For the Non-Hispanic (NH) racial group described above, § Alone represents the population that indicated being only of that race; £Alone/Combination represents the population that indicated
being only of that race or being of that race in combination with one or more races.

“--- Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available.

** Race/ethnicity-specific rates may be underestimated for cities that have a large percentage of cases with unknown race/ethnicity. The reader should consider the percent of “Other/Un-
known Race/Ethnicity” presented in Table A.7 when comparing race/ethnicity-specific rates across cities. See technical notes for additional information.
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TABLE 2.3: HIV (nNoT AIDS) INCIDENCE RATE BY RACE/ETHNICITY**, 2005

Ratef
NH White  NH White Alone/ NH Black  NH Black Alone/

Rank City* Alone$ Combinationf Alone$ Combination£ Hispanic Total
1 Miami, FL 892.8 868.4 476.5 445.3 206.8 339.6
2 Baltimore, MD 43.7 42,5 184.9 182.7 --- 164.0
3 San Francisco, CA 90.3 85.9 161.6 148.3 105.9 76.0
4 Dallas, TX 75.2 73.6 102.4 100.6 24.6 61.7
5 Memphis, TN 12.5 12.3 64.6 64.2 --- 44.8
6 Denver, CO 47.6 46.3 58.4 54.4 324 42.0
7 Chicago, IL 31.2 30.0 61.0 60.2 19.0 38.5
8 Charlotte, NC 15.1 149 84.3 82.8 --- 38.1
92 Fort Worth, TX 24.9 24.4 84.1 82.3 27.0 37.2

10 Jacksonville, FL 13.1 12.8 94.2 92.4 --- 37.1

11 Houston, TX 22.6 22.0 77.1 75.9 25.3 36.7

12 New York, NY 17.2 16.6 73.8 70.6 35.6 34.7

13 New Orleans, LA 27.2 26.5 35.3 35.0 --- 32.8

14 Seattle, WA 30.1 28.9 64.5 55.7 --- 31.8

15 Long Beach, CA 44.5 421 --- --- 29.7 31.4

16 Kansas City, MO 25.2 24.6 42.4 41.1 --- 29.7

17 Boston, MA 20.6 20.0 45.6 42.3 51.7 29.4

18 Los Angeles, CA --- --- --- --- --- 26.1

19 Minneapolis, MN 22.2 21.4 45.6 40.4 --- 24.6

20 Cleveland, OH 14.0 13.6 30.2 29.7 ol 24.0

21 Nashville-Davidson, TN 16.7 16.4 40.2 39.2 --- 22.1

22 Cincinnati, OH 16.1 15.8 29.7 29.0 --- 21.7

23 San Antonio, TX 13.2 12.8 69.5 66.2 20.9 21.5

24 Columbus, OH 13.7 13.3 45.2 42.6 --- 20.8

25 Oakland, CA --- --- 32.1 30.7 --- 20.0

26 Phoenix, AZ 18.0 17.6 54.9 49.8 16.9 18.9

27 Portland, OR (Multnomah County) 17.8 17.2 --- --- --- 17.7

28 Tucson, AZ 17.4 17.0 --- --- --- 15.8

29 Indianapolis, IN (Marion County) 7.9 7.8 34.3 33.3 --- 15.0

30 Milwaukee, WI 8.9 8.6 18.6 18.1 --- 12.7

31 Oklahoma City, OK 8.6 8.2 --- --- --- 11.5

32 Omaha, NB --- --- --- --- --- 10.8

33 El Paso, TX --- --- --- --- 11.1 9.9

34 Virginia Beach, VA --- --- 27.8 26.5 --- 9.4

35 Mesa, AZ --- --- --- --- --- 9.3

36 Albuquerque, NM (Bernalillo County) --- --- --- --- --- 6.1

37 Fresno, CA (Fresno County) --- --- --- --- 6.3 5.8

38 Colorado Springs, CO (El Paso County) --- --- --- --- --- 5.0

--- Arlington, TX --- --- S - - -
--- Atlanta, GA --- --- — — - -
--- Austin, TX --- - - —— - ——
--- Detroit, M| --- - - S - —

--- Honolulu, HI (Honolulu County) --- - - ——- —— ——-
--- Las Vegas, NV --- - - - - —
--- Philadelphia, PA ~-- --- --- --- --- ---
--- Pittsburgh, PA --- --- --- --- --- ---
--- Sacramento, CA (Sacramento County) --- --- --- - - ——
--- San Diego, CA (San Diego County) --- - - ——- . ——
--- San Jose, CA --- - - - - —
--- St. Louis, MO --- - —— —— - ——
--- Tulsa, OK --- - - —— - -
--- Washington, DC --- - - - - -
--- Wichita, KS (Sedgwick County) --- -—-- o —— - -

City Average 55.5 53.8 92.9 75.5 43.8 37.7
United States, 2005 -
2010 Goal —

* County data were used instead of city-level data for the following: Albuquerque, Colorado Springs, Fresno, Honolulu, Indianapolis, Portland, Sacramento, San Diego, and Wichita.

T HIV (not AIDS) cases diagnosed in 2005, crude rate per 100,000 population using 2000 U.S. Census figures.

For the Non-Hispanic (NH) racial group described above, § Alone represents the population that indicated being only of that race; £Alone/Combination represents the population that indicated
being only of that race or being of that race in combination with one or more races.

“--- Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available.

** Race/ethnicity-specific rates may be underestimated for cities that have a large percentage of cases with unknown race/ethnicity. The reader should consider the percent of “Other/Un-
known Race/Ethnicity” presented in Table A.7 when comparing race/ethnicity-specific rates across cities. See technical notes for additional information.
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TaBLE 2.4: AIDS INCIDENCE RATE BY RACE/ETHNICITY**, 2005

Ratef
NH White  NH White Alone/ NH Black  NH Black Alone/

Rank City* Alone$ Combinationf Alone$ Combination£ Hispanic Total
1 Miami, FL 256.4 249.4 850.5 794.9 150.2 301.5
2 Washington, DC 30.2 29.2 192.6 189.3 117.9 133.2
3 Baltimore, MD 20.3 19.8 135.5 133.9 --- 94.4
4 Atlanta, GA 38.4 37.7 95.3 94.3 --- 72.8
5 San Francisco, CA 68.2 64.8 127.6 117.1 68.5 52.5
6 New York, NY 22.9 22.0 107.6 102.9 58.6 51.1
6 Memphis, TN 17.6 17.3 71.9 71.4 --- 51.1
8 Dallas, TX 49.9 48.8 76.1 74.8 30.1 48.0
9 Philadelphia, PA 15.4 15.0 74.3 72.8 --- 43.7

10 Houston, TX 20.6 20.0 91.4 90.0 28.6 40.3

10 Long Beach, CA 49.7 47.0 --- --- 29.7 40.3

12 New Orleans, LA 32.6 31.8 45.1 44.8 --- 39.8

13 Jacksonville, FL 15.1 14.8 84.7 83.1 --- 36.3

14 Nashville-Davidson, TN 17.2 16.9 70.8 69.1 --- 31.6

15 Chicago, IL 20.8 20.0 49.3 48.6 20.6 30.4

16 Denver, CO 28.8 28.0 46.7 43.5 29.0 30.3

17 Seattle, WA 28.5 27.4 55.9 48.3 --- 29.5

18 Detroit, MI --- --- 324 31.9 --- 29.3

19 Charlotte, NC 9.4 9.3 58.6 57.6 --- 27.0

20 Boston, MA 14.4 14.0 52.7 48.9 28.2 24,1

21 Cincinnati, OH 12.1 11.8 35.3 34.5 --- 22.0

22 Oakland, CA --- --- 39.2 37.5 --- 21.3

23 Indianapolis, IN (Marion County) 12.0 11.8 29.0 28.1 --- 16.7

24 San Antonio, TX 14.0 13.6 28.1 26.7 16.2 15.8

25 Fort Worth, TX --- --- --- --- --- 15.5

26 Phoenix, AZ 13.7 13.4 47.1 42.7 13.6 15.4

27 Los Angeles, CA 10.1 9.5 36.8 35.0 16.5 15.0

28 Kansas City, MO 9.4 9.2 24.8 24,1 --- 14.3

29 San Diego, CA (San Diego County) 12.7 12.1 26.5 23.5 18.2 13.7

30 Tucson, AZ 12.9 12.5 --- --- 14.4 13.6

31 Minneapolis, MN 9.2 8.9 29.4 26.1 --- 13.1

32 Columbus, OH 7.8 7.6 24.9 23.5 --- 11.9

33 Omaha, NB 7.8 7.7 --- --- --- 11.0

34 El Paso, TX --- --- --- --- 12.3 10.6

35 Cleveland, OH --- --- 14.1 13.8 --- 9.8

36 Oklahoma City, OK 7.6 7.3 --- --- --- 9.7

37 Albuquerque, NM (Bernalillo County) --- --- --- --- 10.7 8.1

38 Mesa, AZ --- --- --- --- --- 6.8

38 Portland, OR (Multnomah County) 6.3 6.1 --- --- --- 6.8

40 Sacramento, CA (Sacramento County) 4.8 4.6 22.9 20.4 --- 6.5

41 Milwaukee, WI --- --- 11.3 11.0 --- 6.2

42 Fresno, CA (Fresno County) --- --- --- --- 6.3 6.0

43 Honolulu, HI (Honolulu County) --- --- --- --- --- 5.3

44 San Jose, CA --- --- --- --- --- 4.2

45 Colorado Springs, CO (El Paso County) --- --- --- --- --- 3.9

--- Arlington, TX --- --- --- --- --- ---

--- Austin, TX --- --- --- --- --- ---

--- Las Vegas, NV --- - - S - ——
--- Pittsburgh, PA --- - - —— - -
--- St. Louis, MO --- - —— —— - ——
--- Tulsa, OK --- - - —— - -
--- Virginia Beach, VA --- . ——- —— - ——-
--- Wichita, KS (Sedgwick County) --- -—-- - —— - -

City Average 27.2 26.3 98.8 80.1 37.2 33.1
United States, 2005 5.9 54.1 18.0 13.7
2010 Goal ---

* County data were used instead of city-level data for the following: Albuquerque, Colorado Springs, Fresno, Honolulu, Indianapolis, Portland, Sacramento, San Diego, and Wichita.

T AIDS cases diagnosed in 2005, crude rate per 100,000 population using 2000 U.S. Census figures.

For the Non-Hispanic (NH) racial group described above, § Alone represents the population that indicated being only of that race; £Alone/Combination represents the population that indicated
being only of that race or being of that race in combination with one or more races.

“--- Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available.

** Race/ethnicity-specific rates may be underestimated for cities that have a large percentage of cases with unknown race/ethnicity. The reader should consider the percent of “Other/Un-
known Race/Ethnicity” presented in Table A.7 when comparing race/ethnicity-specific rates across cities. See technical notes for additional information.
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TABLE 2.5: PRIMARY AND SECONDARY SYPHILIS INCIDENCE RATE BY RACE/ETHNICITY**, 2005

Ratef
NH White  NH White Alone/ NH Black  NH Black Alone/

Rank City* Alone$ Combinationf Alone$ Combination£ Hispanic Total
1 Miami, FL 74.6 72.6 97.0 90.6 26.4 46.3
2 Atlanta, GA (Fulton County) --- --- --- --- --- 38.0
3 San Francisco, CA 48.7 46.3 --- --- 36.5 32.1
4 Baltimore, MD 184 17.9 35.0 34.6 --- 29.9
5 Washington, DC 23.9 23.1 19.7 194 --- 19.9
6 Memphis, TN --- --- 27.4 27.2 --- 19.5
7 Charlotte, NC 10.1 2.9 25.6 25.2 --- 14.6
8 Chicago, IL 20.7 19.9 16.1 15.9 5.8 144
9 Kansas City, MO 13.0 12.7 18.3 17.7 s 13.8

10 Columbus, OH 10.7 10.5 26.0 24.6 --- 13.5

11 Houston, TX 11.1 10.8 20.9 20.6 8.2 11.8

12 Minneapolis, MN 11.7 11.3 --- --- --- 11.0

13 Boston, MA --- --- --- --- --- 10.9

13 Dallas, TX 6.1 6.0 29.9 29.3 --- 10.9

13 Los Angeles, CA 15.2 14.3 21.1 20.1 8.8 10.9

16 Fort Worth, TX --- --- --- --- --- 10.8

17 San Antonio, TX ~-- --- -—- -—- ~-- 10.7

18 New York, NY 3.3 3.2 9.2 8.8 3.6 7.7

19 San Diego, CA (San Diego County) 7.1 6.8 --- --- 7.5 6.9

20 Jacksonville, FL --- --- 18.0 17.6 --- 6.7

21 Denver, CO 6.9 6.8 --- --- --- 6.3

22 Phoenix, AZ 4.5 4.4 --- --- 7.8 5.9

23 Oakland, CA --- --- --- --- --- 5.8

24 Philadelphia, PA 3.9 3.8 8.2 8.0 --- 5.7

25 Albuquerque, NM (Bernalillo County) --- --- --- --- --- 5.0

26 San Jose, CA --- --- --- --- --- 4.6

27 Nashville-Davidson, TN --- --- --- --- --- 4.2

28 Oklahoma City, OK ~-- --- -—- --- ~-- 4.1

28 Portland, OR (Multnomah County) --- --- --- --- --- 4.1

30 Indianapolis, IN (Marion County) --- --- --- --- --- 3.6

--- Arlington, TX --- --- --- --- --- ---

--- Austin, TX --- --- --- --- --- ---

--- Cincinnati, OH - e —— ——- - ——-
--- Cleveland, OH --- - - —— - -
--- Colorado Springs, CO (El Paso County) --- - - ——- - ——
--- Detroit, Ml --- - - - - —
--- El Paso, TX --- - R S - -
--- Fresno, CA (Fresno County) --- - R —— - -
--- Honolulu, HI (Honolulu County) --- --- - - - -
--- Las Vegas, NV --- - - - - —
--- Long Beach, CA --- - - - - -
--- Mesa, AZ --- - - S —— -

--- Milwaukee, WI --- - R S - -
--- New Orleans, LA --- - - —— - -
--- Omaha, NB --- - - - - -
--- Pittsburgh, PA --- --- --- --- --- ---
--- Sacramento, CA (Sacramento County) --- --- --- - - ——
--- Seattle, WA --- - - S - —
--- St. Louis, MO --- --- - S - -
--- Tucson, AZ --- --- - - - -
--- Tulsa, OK --- - - —— - -
--- Virginia Beach, VA --- . ——- —— - ——-
--- Wichita, KS (Sedgwick County) --- -—-- - —— - -

City Average 17.1 16.5 26.6 25.7 13.1 13.0
United States, 2005 1.8 9.8 3.3 3.0
2010 Goal 0.2 ---

* County data were used instead of city-level data for the following: Albuquerque, Atlanta, Colorado Springs, Fresno, Honolulu, Indianapolis, Portland, Sacramento, San Diego, and Wichita.

T Crude rate per 100,000 population by year of report using 2000 U.S. Census figures.

¥ Rank of cities for which data are available and meet reliability standards; 1 corresponds to highest rate.

“--- Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available.

** Race/ethnicity-specific rates may be underestimated for cities that have a large percentage of cases with unknown race/ethnicity. The reader should consider the percent of “Other/Un-
known Race/Ethnicity” presented in Table A.7 when comparing race/ethnicity-specific rates across cities. See technical notes for additional information.
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TABLE 2.6: CHLAMYDIA INCIDENCE RATE BY RACE/ETHNICITY**, 2005

Ratef
NH White  NH White Alone/ NH Black  NH Black Alone/

Rank City* Alone$ Combinationf Alone$ Combination£ Hispanic Total
1 Milwaukee, WI 116.6 113.2 1,956.2 1,901.7 552.7 1,565.9
2 Cincinnati, OH 123.1 120.6 734.8 718.4 1,040.2 1,386.7
3 Miami, FL 741.3 721.0 3,413.2 3,189.8 354.9 1,073.7
4 Memphis, TN 53.7 52.7 595.1 590.8 196.7 1,040.9
5 Philadelphia, PA 87.8 85.9 1,364.0 1,336.8 4,045.7 1,027.3
6 Baltimore, MD 288.2 280.8 1,118.2 1,105.0 587.7 979.8
7 Cleveland, OH 190.7 184.6 1,204.9 1,183.5 466.5 972.6
8 Kansas City, MO 203.6 198.7 2,041.3 1,979.7 526.1 959.8
9 Denver, CO 183.0 178.0 1,435.2 1,336.0 972.7 889.2

10 Indianapolis, IN (Marion County) 296.4 291.4 2,144.0 2,076.2 1,297.7 840.0

11 Chicago, IL 102.1 98.2 1,395.7 1,377.0 283.3 789.2

12 Omaha, NB 297.7 293.1 2,385.9 2,252.0 850.4 711.0

13 Minneapolis, MN 187.4 180.8 1,770.0 1,569.0 822.6 669.6

14 Albuquerque, NM (Bernalillo County) 408.6 397.3 802.9 690.7 954.3 662.1

15 Washington, DC 37.7 36.5 430.5 423.0 129.0 643.3

16 Boston, MA 137.2 133.3 1,128.3 1,046.6 678.1 641.4

17 Jacksonville, FL 229.5 224.8 1,465.1 1,436.3 552.4 628.7

18 San Antonio, TX 152.0 147.9 1,108.6 1,055.5 717.5 618.7

19 Fresno, CA (Fresno County) 158.4 151.9 1,511.5 1,401.5 735.7 607.5

20 Oakland, CA 50.0 46.1 669.3 640.2 299.5 604.8

21 Charlotte, NC 120.2 118.4 1,364.6 1,341.4 846.7 591.7

22 Columbus, OH 133.2 130.0 931.4 878.2 475.1 589.2

23 Fort Worth, TX 191.0 186.9 1,417.0 1,386.0 560.3 585.6

24 Sacramento, CA (Sacramento County) 129.6 122.9 1,076.5 959.1 382.9 569.1

25 Oklahoma City, OK 220.0 211.3 1,817.0 1,712.1 607.4 517.1

26 Phoenix, AZ 171.4 167.5 1,135.6 1,030.7 698.7 509.4

27 Nashville-Davidson, TN 139.8 137.0 1,156.3 1,129.0 505.9 494.7

28 New York, NY 19.0 18.2 454.6 434.9 199.1 489.7

29 Houston, TX 107.3 104.4 866.0 853.0 383.5 481.6

30 San Francisco, CA 282.1 268.3 1,425.4 1,307.9 545.2 477.4

31 Colorado Springs, CO (El Paso County) 219.1 --- 1,583.7 --- 703.8 464.3

32 Atlanta, GA (Fulton County) --- --- --- --- --- 464.1

33 Dallas, TX 65.5 64.0 857.9 843.0 381.2 444.3

34 Portland, OR (Multnomah County) 268.8 259.3 1,664.3 1,411.6 782.1 434.4

35 Wichita, KS (Sedgwick County) 161.9 158.2 1,366.9 1,261.5 618.2 424.6

36 El Paso, TX 142.1 137.4 596.1 550.7 451.1 414.1

37 Mesa, AZ 164.7 161.8 1,109.1 936.7 714.1 394.6

38 San Diego, CA (San Diego County) 86.2 82.7 548.3 485.6 283.8 391.0

39 Los Angeles, CA 103.0 97.0 1,098.8 1,044.7 500.3 382.9

40 Virginia Beach, VA 159.8 155.6 1,036.8 988.2 309.5 373.9

41 San Jose, CA 71.3 67.0 440.8 387.2 289.6 343.5

--- Arlington, TX --- --- --- --- --- ---

--- Austin, TX --- --- --- --- --- ---

--- Detroit, MI --- --- --- --- --- ---

--- Honolulu, HI (Honolulu County) - --- --- --- --- ---

--- Las Vegas, NV --- --- --- --- --- ---

--- Long Beach, CA --- --- --- --- --- ---

--- New Orleans, LA --- --- --- --- --- ---

--- Pittsburgh, PA --- --- --- --- --- ---

--- Seattle, WA --- --- --- --- --- ---

--- St. Louis, MO --- --- --- --- --- ---

--- Tucson, AZ --- --- --- --- --- ---

—-- Tulsa, OK ~-- -—- -—- -—- ~-- -—-

"""V/¥7/7V/
City Average 175.0 168.8 1,265.5 1,185.9 657.6 662.2
United States, 2005 152.1 1,247.0 459.0 332.5
2010 Goal ---

* County data were used instead of city-level data for the following: Albuquerque, Atlanta, Colorado Springs, Fresno, Honolulu, Indianapolis, Portland, Sacramento, San Diego, and Wichita.

T Crude rate per 100,000 population by year of report using 2000 U.S. Census figures.

¥ Rank of cities for which data are available and meet reliability standards; 1 corresponds to highest rate.

“--- Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available.

** Race/ethnicity-specific rates may be underestimated for cities that have a large percentage of cases with unknown race/ethnicity. The reader should consider the percent of “Other/Un-
known Race/Ethnicity” presented in Table A.7 when comparing race/ethnicity-specific rates across cities. See technical notes for additional information.
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TABLE 2.7: GONORRHEA RATE BY RACE/ETHNICITY**, 2005

Ratef
NH White  NH White Alone/ NH Black  NH Black Alone/

Rank City* Alone$ Combinationf Alone$ Combination£ Hispanic Total
1 Cincinnati, OH 53.5 52.4 706.5 690.8 --- 829.5
2 Cleveland, OH 88.9 86.1 939.9 923.2 149.7 683.3
3 Milwaukee, WI 28.8 27.9 1,031.6 1,002.9 94.9 643.6
4 Kansas City, MO 77.0 75.2 1,408.1 1,365.6 111.1 550.6
5 Baltimore, MD 84.8 82.6 737.2 728.4 198.9 534.0
6 Miami, FL 279.7 272.1 1,572.2 1,469.3 134.7 458.2
7 Indianapolis, IN (Marion County) 114.6 112.7 1,388.4 1,344.5 252.3 455.1
8 Memphis, TN 14.3 14.1 364.3 361.7 --- 449.9
9 Washington, DC 41.5 40.1 430.5 423.0 48.9 375.1

10 Charlotte, NC 50.7 49.9 998.5 981.5 110.6 367.6

11 Oklahoma City, OK 103.6 99.5 1,623.5 1,529.7 149.9 345.0

12 Chicago, IL 41.0 39.4 694.2 684.9 39.5 341.5

13 Fort Worth, TX 83.3 81.5 1,274.0 1,246.1 85.3 336.3

14 Philadelphia, PA 34.0 33.2 478.1 468.6 1,215.4 333.2

15 Jacksonville, FL 78.3 76.6 873.4 856.2 127.5 318.5

16 Atlanta, GA (Fulton County) --- --- --- --- --- 318.1

17 Minneapolis, MN 101.2 97.6 931.3 825.6 140.5 313.9

18 San Francisco, CA 313.9 298.6 876.0 803.8 299.5 310.7

19 Oakland, CA 34.1 314 394.6 377.4 65.2 294.6

20 Columbus, OH 86.4 84.3 824.3 777.2 257.6 293.3

21 Denver, CO 100.3 97.6 814.4 758.1 215.7 277.3

22 Dallas, TX 51.9 50.7 737.5 724.7 62.0 264.3

23 Houston, TX 31.1 30.2 554.3 545.9 64.4 202.3

24 Nashville-Davidson, TN 46.1 45.1 526.1 513.7 149.5 195.8

25 Omaha, NB 57.5 56.6 838.1 791.1 112.3 193.3

26 Sacramento, CA (Sacramento County) 39.6 37.6 514.1 458.0 82.7 186.3

27 San Antonio, TX 50.0 48.6 735.5 700.3 163.7 183.7

28 Fresno, CA (Fresno County) 52.6 50.4 704.9 653.6 157.3 162.6

29 Phoenix, AZ 67.2 65.6 660.3 599.3 151.3 152.5

30 Wichita, KS (Sedgwick County) 35.3 34.5 812.3 749.6 101.7 144.9

31 Boston, MA 53.8 52.3 290.1 269.1 74.0 143.8

32 Portland, OR (Multnomah County) 90.4 87.2 601.2 509.9 272.1 134.1

33 New York, NY 10.5 10.1 161.0 154.0 36.5 132.3

34 Albuquerque, NM (Bernalillo County) 81.0 78.8 394.2 339.1 149.4 118.6

35 Colorado Springs, CO (El Paso County) 39.9 --- 694.6 --- 172.9 116.3

36 Virginia Beach, VA 28.1 27.4 409.6 390.5 ~-- 111.7

37 Los Angeles, CA 55.7 52.4 552.5 525.3 71.4 109.9

38 San Diego, CA (San Diego County) 20.5 19.6 199.4 176.6 38.1 92.6

39 Mesa, AZ 40.7 39.9 565.2 477.3 104.8 81.7

40 San Jose, CA 19.2 18.1 111.9 98.3 54.1 63.9

41 El Paso, TX 28.0 27.1 336.1 310.5 40.1 51.3

--- Arlington, TX --- --- --- --- --- ---

--- Austin, TX --- --- --- --- --- ---

--- Detroit, MI --- --- --- --- --- ---

--- Honolulu, HI (Honolulu County) - --- --- --- --- ---

--- Las Vegas, NV --- --- --- --- --- ---

--- Long Beach, CA --- --- --- --- --- ---

--- New Orleans, LA --- --- --- --- --- ---

--- Pittsburgh, PA --- --- --- --- --- ---

--- Seattle, WA --- --- --- --- --- ---

--- St. Louis, MO --- --- --- --- --- ---

--- Tucson, AZ --- --- --- --- --- ---

—-- Tulsa, OK ~-- -—- -—- -—- ~-- -—-

/V/¥/7/V7V/7
City Average 67.7 66.3 719.0 682.2 155.6 284.7
United States, 2005 35.2 626.4 74.8 115.6
2010 Goal ---

* County data were used instead of city-level data for the following: Albuquerque, Atlanta, Colorado Springs, Fresno, Honolulu, Indianapolis, Portland, Sacramento, San Diego, and Wichita.

T Crude rate per 100,000 population by year of report using 2000 U.S. Census figures.

¥ Rank of cities for which data are available and meet reliability standards; 1 corresponds to highest rate.

“--- Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available.

** Race/ethnicity-specific rates may be underestimated for cities that have a large percentage of cases with unknown race/ethnicity. The reader should consider the percent of “Other/Un-
known Race/Ethnicity” presented in Table A.7 when comparing race/ethnicity-specific rates across cities. See technical notes for additional information.
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TABLE 2.8: TUBERCULOSIS INCIDENCE RATE BY RACE/ETHNICITY**, 2005

Ratef
NH White  NH White Alone/ NH Black  NH Black Alone/

Rank City* Alone$ Combinationf Alone$ Combination£ Hispanic Total
1 Miami, FL --- --- 131.6 123.0 45.7 63.2
2 San Francisco, CA --- --- --- --- --- 17.0
3 Fort Worth, TX --- --- --- --- --- 15.1
4 Minneapolis, MN --- --- 54.4 48.3 --- 14.1
5 Memphis, TN --- --- 18.1 18.0 --- 12.8
6 Dallas, TX 4.9 4.8 23.9 23.5 11.1 12.4
6 Houston, TX 5.0 4.9 19.7 19.4 16.0 12.4
8 New York, NY 3.3 3.2 15.5 14.9 12.9 12.3
9 Nashville-Davidson, TN --- --- 23.8 23.3 --- 11.6

10 Chicago, IL 2.8 2.7 16.2 16.0 10.5 114

11 Oakland, CA --- --- --- --- --- 11.3

12 Jacksonville, FL --- --- 22.7 22.3 --- 11.0

13 San Diego, CA (San Diego County) 2.0 1.9 --- --- 21.4 10.8

13 Seattle, WA --- --- 43.0 37.1 --- 10.8

15 Atlanta, GA (Fulton County) --- --- --- --- --- 10.7

16 Sacramento, CA (Sacramento County) 2.8 2.7 16.9 15.1 12.3 10.6

17 Columbus, OH --- --- 22.6 21.3 --- 10.5

18 Boston, MA --- --- 20.7 19.2 --- 9.7

19 Los Angeles, CA --- --- 15.7 149 11.2 9.3

20 Cleveland, OH --- --- 12.8 12.6 --- 9.2

21 Fresno, CA (Fresno County) --- --- --- --- 11.4 8.6

22 Charlotte, NC --- --- 13.1 12,9 --- 8.5

23 Denver, CO --- --- --- --- 13.1 7.9

24 Philadelphia, PA --- --- 9.0 8.8 --- 7.6

24 Phoenix, AZ --- --- --- --- 15.8 7.6

26 Oklahoma City, OK --- --- --- --- --- 6.5

27 San Antonio, TX --- --- --- --- 8.3 6.4

28 Portland, OR (Multhomah County) --- --- --- --- --- 6.1

29 Cincinnati, OH --- --- --- --- --- 6.0

30 Kansas City, MO --- --- --- --- --- 5.4

31 Indianapolis, IN (Marion County) --- --- --- --- --- 5.2

32 Wichita, KS (Sedgwick County) --- --- --- --- --- 4.4

33 Milwaukee, WI --- --- --- --- --- 3.7

--- Albuquerque, NM (Bernalillo County) --- - - —— - -
--- Arlington, TX --- - - _— - —
--- Austin, TX --- - - —— - ——

--- Baltimore, MD --- - - —— i ——
--- Colorado Springs, CO (El Paso County) --- - R —— - -
--- Detroit, Ml --- - R - - -
--- El Paso, TX --- --- --- --- --- ---
--- Honolulu, HI (Honolulu County) --- --- --- - - -
--- Las Vegas, NV --- - - ——- - ——
--- Long Beach, CA --- - . - - -
=== Mesa, AZ --- - . _—- - _—
--- New Orleans, LA --- - - —— - ——
--- Omaha, NB --- --- - - - -
=== Pittsburgh, PA - --- --- --- --- ---
--- San Jose, CA --- - - S . ——
--- St. Louis, MO --- --- - S - -
--- Tucson, AZ --- --- - - - -
--- Tulsa, OK --- - - —— - -
--- Virginia Beach, VA --- . ——- —— - ——-
--- Washington, DC --- -—-- o —— - -

City Average 3.5 3.4 28.2 26.5 15.8 11.2
United States, 2005 1.3 10.9 9.5 4.8
2010 Goal ---

* County data were used instead of city-level data for the following: Albuquerque, Atlanta, Colorado Springs, Fresno, Honolulu, Indianapolis, Portland, Sacramento, San Diego, and Wichita.

T Crude rate per 100,000 population by year of report using 2000 U.S. Census figures.

¥ Rank of cities for which data are available and meet reliability standards; 1 corresponds to highest rate.

“--- Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available.

** Race/ethnicity-specific rates may be underestimated for cities that have a large percentage of cases with unknown race/ethnicity. The reader should consider the percent of “Other/Un-
known Race/Ethnicity” presented in Table A.7 when comparing race/ethnicity-specific rates across cities. See technical notes for additional information.
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TABLE 2.9: OVERALL MORTALITY RATE BY RACE/ETHNICITY; 2004

Ratef
NH White  NH White Alone/  NH Black  NH Black Alone/

Rank City* Alone$ Combinationf Alone$ Combination£ Hispanic Total
1 Las Vegas, NV 1,710.2 1,685.4 1,912.3 1,836.6 1,371.8 1,660.3
2 Sacramento, CA 1,611.2 1,568.0 1,768.7 1,687.1 1,203.9 1,449.6
3 Tucson, AZ 1,468.4 1,452.2 1,487.9 1,407.1 1,168.7 1,398.2
4 Miami, FL 1,984.5 1,949.5 2,128.8 2,013.7 1,013.2 1,288.4
5 Baltimore, MD 933.4 920.5 1,309.3 1,298.5 384.5 1,139.6
6 Fresno, CA 1,190.8 1,164.4 1,390.4 1,348.4 1,006.2 1,135.0
7 Cleveland, OH 1,061.9 1,043.5 1,273.3 1,259.3 685.6 1,131.0
8 Detroit, Ml 966.3 916.7 1,176.6 1,165.4 780.7 1,103.4
9 New Orleans, LA 862.6 850.3 1,319.7 1,308.0 360.3 1,095.1

10 Cincinnati, OH 938.7 930.1 1,351.1 1,333.4 --- 1,072.9

11 Jacksonville, FL 1,042.5 1,033.0 1,216.2 1,203.1 775.1 1,061.2

12 Columbus, OH 996.8 986.9 1,314.8 1,277.7 1,023.9 1,051.0

13 Memphis, TN 844.3 837.5 1,262.2 1,255.9 534.9 1,045.7

14 St. Louis, MO 882.6 871.0 1,201.9 1,188.7 552.2 1,013.2

15 Indianapolis, IN 974.8 968.1 1,170.6 1,154.1 631.7 1,009.1

16 Philadelphia, PA 898.7 888.4 1,212.8 1,195.6 889.1 1,006.1

17 Arlington, TX 999.2 989.3 1,590.2 1,533.2 930.8 1,004.5

18 Houston, TX 916.3 904.6 1,318.6 1,305.7 893.6 997.9

19 San Antonio, TX 989.6 977.6 1,308.0 1,281.3 947.2 983.5

20 Albuquerque, NM 900.6 889.9 1,218.0 1,149.3 1,162.9 976.2

21 Atlanta, GA 736.0 728.5 1,141.9 1,134.4 671.3 974.3

22 Charlotte, NC 866.1 861.4 1,300.1 1,287.4 548.2 973.0

23 Fort Worth, TX 919.0 909.8 1,286.8 1,274.0 850.1 969.2

24 Washington, DC 669.1 654.4 1,193.8 1,176.9 196.0 966.4

25 Milwaukee, WI 886.5 878.1 1,237.7 1,220.6 581.4 965.4

26 Pittsburgh, PA 883.3 877.3 1,232.4 1,208.8 --- 950.5

26 Wichita, KS 933.7 924.2 1,329.9 1,290.2 983.1 950.5

28 Mesa, AZ 925.4 919.1 1,701.5 1,607.6 1,025.9 943.1

29 Oklahoma City, OK 909.4 890.7 1,278.7 1,242.7 814.6 936.2

30 Tulsa, OK 919.2 894.4 1,281.9 1,242.7 547.1 933.6

31 Kansas City, MO 829.1 819.5 1,199.1 1,181.0 849.6 912.6

32 Colorado Springs, CO 902.5 893.4 1,205.3 1,123.3 1,030.2 911.7

33 Portland, OR 910.2 897.1 1,183.2 1,114.7 603.0 902.7

34 Nashville-Davidson, TN 843.8 837.0 1,188.8 1,175.7 331.8 899.7

35 Virginia Beach, VA 868.7 861.2 1,228.5 1,207.7 854.4 888.2

36 Dallas, TX 768.3 761.0 1,256.1 1,243.3 763.2 881.6

37 Chicago, IL 756.0 738.5 1,176.0 1,164.3 611.1 868.1

38 Omaha, NB 819.1 814.8 1,252.4 1,225.3 769.6 859.5

39 El Paso, TX 954.2 939.2 1,175.8 1,148.5 811.4 854.4

40 Long Beach, CA 864.0 847.5 1,343.2 1,294.3 639.5 853.5

41 Phoenix, AZ 810.4 802.6 1,150.5 1,103.5 1,036.1 852.2

42 Denver, CO 803.1 793.4 1,074.1 1,035.0 940.1 841.9

43 Austin, TX 804.2 796.2 1,058.8 1,039.7 829.6 826.5

44 Oakland, CA 709.8 686.4 1,133.7 1,105.8 709.8 822.8

45 Boston, MA 829.6 817.6 1,025.2 970.5 578.5 820.9

46 Los Angeles, CA 768.8 745.6 1,322.6 1,282.4 784.5 806.5

47 Minneapolis, MN 767.1 758.8 1,164.9 1,093.8 523.5 799.5

48 San Diego, CA 760.3 748.4 1,190.5 1,132.4 748.7 762.0

49 New York, NY 713.9 698.7 984.0 951.1 724.6 748.9

50 Seattle, WA 732.7 722.5 1,047.6 980.4 500.2 729.5

51 San Jose, CA 772.1 750.8 970.3 884.7 800.2 708.9

52 San Francisco, CA 737.4 717.7 1,315.5 1,249.5 608.8 699.3

53 Honolulu, HI 749.7 615.7 1,349.9 852.7 1,570.6 669.9

"/ /]
City Average 930.1 913.7 1,281.4 1,234.8 787.3 964.2

United States, 2004 801.0
2010 Goal ---

+ Per 100,000 population using 2000 U.S. Census figures; age adjusted to the year 2000 standard population. For the Non-Hispanic (NH) racial group described above, § Alone represents the
population that indicated being only of that race; £Alone/Combination represents the population that indicated being only of that race or being of that race in combination with one or more
races.

“--- Numerator less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.

* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.
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TABLE 2.10: HEART DISEASE MORTALITY RATE BY RACE/ETHNICITY; 2004

Ratef
NH White  NH White Alone/  NH Black  NH Black Alone/

Rank City* Alone$ Combinationf Alone$ Combination£ Hispanic Total
1 Las Vegas, NV 483.4 477.4 573.8 553.0 338.6 465.0
2 Miami, FL 569.9 560.7 606.9 578.0 325.1 388.2
3 Sacramento, CA 426.6 417.6 446.7 428.5 290.4 383.4
4 Detroit, Ml 331.2 316.7 394.5 391.1 242.3 370.0
5 Cleveland, OH 347.0 341.6 402.2 398.2 --- 362.8
6 Tucson, AZ 363.0 359.5 306.7 294.7 273.4 340.8
7 Memphis, TN 248.9 247.3 369.0 367.2 --- 304.7
8 Fresno, CA 323.8 317.8 396.0 386.8 242.9 301.0
9 New York, NY 306.2 300.6 358.7 347.5 255.0 300.6

10 Baltimore, MD 247.6 244.7 324.2 321.8 --- 287.2

11 Long Beach, CA 293.0 288.2 475.4 458.6 199.1 285.1

12 St. Louis, MO 264.8 261.7 316.8 313.6 --- 284.7

13 Arlington, TX 283.9 281.4 368.3 357.0 --- 279.0

14 Washington, DC 181.9 178.6 333.8 329.5 --- 273.7

15 Houston, TX 252.1 249.4 369.8 366.5 226.3 273.2

16 Fort Worth, TX 264.2 261.9 351.8 348.8 199.8 270.2

17 Pittsburgh, PA 253.2 251.7 332.7 326.9 --- 268.4

18 Oklahoma City, OK 257.9 253.2 387.0 377.8 --- 266.5

19 Philadelphia, PA 253.0 250.5 302.1 298.2 188.6 265.9

20 San Antonio, TX 273.7 271.0 391.2 384.6 244.1 265.8

21 Tulsa, OK 263.8 257.4 353.9 343.5 --- 263.6

22 Jacksonville, FL 262.4 260.4 289.3 286.4 --- 262.3

23 Chicago, IL 238.5 233.6 3333 330.1 154.4 258.3

24 Los Angeles, CA 246.7 240.3 405.5 394.5 232.3 250.8

25 Columbus, OH 243.7 241.5 287.7 280.6 --- 250.4

26 Cincinnati, OH 219.9 218.2 308.1 304.5 --- 248.8

27 Mesa, AZ 241.1 239.8 --- --- 280.2 243.8

28 Milwaukee, WI 233.6 232.0 287.6 284.2 100.1 243.6

29 New Orleans, LA 202.0 199.5 287.2 284.6 --- 243.5

30 Dallas, TX 206.5 204.8 354.6 351.4 210.4 239.8

31 Nashville-Davidson, TN 220.6 219.1 338.3 334.9 --- 239.7

32 Indianapolis, IN 230.3 228.9 288.0 284.7 --- 238.6

33 Atlanta, GA 154.6 153.2 280.0 278.2 --- 230.2

34 Wichita, KS 225.2 223.3 356.5 348.5 --- 227.0

35 Virginia Beach, VA 221.8 220.2 293.9 289.6 --- 226.8

36 Kansas City, MO 208.4 206.3 289.3 285.4 --- 224.8

37 Phoenix, AZ 210.7 209.0 317.6 307.1 237.9 215.8

38 Albuquerque, NM 200.8 198.9 263.1 250.2 255.1 214.5

39 El Paso, TX 250.2 246.8 326.8 321.7 193.4 212.9

40 Oakland, CA 192.4 187.7 288.7 282.3 162.5 211.9

41 San Diego, CA 209.1 206.6 362.1 346.2 220.3 210.5

42 Charlotte, NC 194.5 193.6 257.7 255.5 --- 210.1

43 Portland, OR 204.8 202.5 286.6 272.7 --- 204.1

44 Omaha, NB 200.0 199.1 249.5 244.9 --- 203.3

45 Austin, TX 185.7 184.0 231.0 227.5 191.6 188.7

46 Boston, MA 196.0 193.3 213.3 202.4 114.7 184.6

47 San Jose, CA 209.2 204.1 221.6 202.1 183.7 184.0

48 Colorado Springs, CO 174.7 173.3 329.4 308.6 186.3 177.5

48 Honolulu, HI 164.2 139.7 507.4 177.5

50 Denver, CO 176.1 174.4 204.6 198.5 165.0 175.4

51 San Francisco, CA 190.3 185.9 284.3 272.9 149.6 174.5

52 Seattle, WA 175.1 173.2 233.6 220.2 --- 171.7

53 Minneapolis, MN 137.4 136.1 230.8 218.1 --- 140.7

" ////¥/ /]
City Average 247.5 243.7 330.6 322.4 226.6 252.6

United States, 2004 --- --- - . - 217.5
2010 Goal -

+ Per 100,000 population using 2000 U.S. Census figures; age adjusted to the year 2000 standard population. For the Non-Hispanic (NH) racial group described above, § Alone represents the
population that indicated being only of that race; £Alone/Combination represents the population that indicated being only of that race or being of that race in combination with one or more
races.

“--- Numerator less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.

* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.
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TABLE 2.11: ALL CANCER MORTALITY RATE BY RACE/ETHNICITY; 2004

Ratef
NH White  NH White Alone/  NH Black  NH Black Alone/

Rank City* Alone$ Combinationf Alone$ Combination£ Hispanic Total
1 Las Vegas, NV 365.9 361.1 387.9 375.0 245.3 354.6
2 Sacramento, CA 382.2 372.6 333.9 320.1 235.9 324.2
3 Tucson, AZ 336.4 333.0 327.8 314.1 255.8 311.1
4 Miami, FL 376.6 370.0 376.7 356.3 223.0 258.5
5 Cleveland, OH 243.7 239.7 294.0 291.0 106.9 258.1
6 Cincinnati, OH 221.2 219.4 331.9 328.3 --- 254.6
7 Columbus, OH 238.1 235.9 307.2 299.9 247.4
8 Fresno, CA 267.5 262.1 340.5 331.0 183.3 246.0
9 New Orleans, LA 187.0 184.5 303.0 300.3 --- 244.1

10 Jacksonville, FL 243.6 241.5 253.5 251.3 216.4 240.7

11 Arlington, TX 235.1 232.6 396.4 380.6 298.4 238.2

12 St. Louis, MO 209.0 206.5 279.5 276.8 --- 234.4

13 Indianapolis, IN 226.9 225.5 274.5 271.5 --- 233.4

14 Philadelphia, PA 218.1 215.8 270.1 266.6 196.1 232.2

15 Baltimore, MD 204.3 201.7 260.2 258.2 --- 231.0

16 Detroit, Ml 200.2 190.1 247.1 244.8 157.2 230.4

17 Milwaukee, WI 212.9 211.2 309.3 305.6 98.5 227.3

17 Pittsburgh, PA 214.3 213.0 289.0 284.1 --- 227.3

19 Memphis, TN 170.3 169.1 289.8 288.4 --- 226.0

20 Fort Worth, TX 209.3 207.2 307.9 305.4 212.7 222.0

21 Wichita, KS 223.0 221.0 286.3 280.1 219.5 221.9

22 Houston, TX 209.4 206.9 285.8 283.2 165.8 217.3

23 Virginia Beach, VA 215.0 213.5 272.2 268.1 --- 215.8

24 Charlotte, NC 193.2 192.2 295.7 293.3 --- 214.9

25 Albuquerque, NM 202.4 200.1 271.3 257.7 256.4 213.9

26 Kansas City, MO 199.9 197.7 260.1 256.7 197.8 212.0

27 Portland, OR 211.1 208.2 263.6 250.9 --- 211.4

28 Atlanta, GA 191.8 189.8 229.0 227.6 --- 211.3

29 Mesa, AZ 205.9 204.5 --- --- 193.8 207.5

29 San Antonio, TX 219.0 216.4 257.5 253.2 192.1 207.5

31 Omaha, NB 199.1 198.3 286.6 281.4 --- 206.2

32 Boston, MA 213.1 210.0 232.0 219.9 129.7 205.7

33 Washington, DC 160.6 157.3 240.2 237.1 --- 205.6

34 Chicago, IL 188.0 183.6 270.4 267.9 133.7 204.8

35 Colorado Springs, CO 201.5 199.7 230.1 216.6 179.4 201.2

36 Nashville-Davidson, TN 195.2 193.8 239.9 237.7 --- 199.7

37 Minneapolis, MN 198.9 196.9 237.0 224.0 --- 198.6

38 Austin, TX 191.4 189.5 254.6 250.7 194.9 196.4

39 Dallas, TX 174.2 172.7 287.0 284.5 151.0 195.7

40 Oklahoma City, OK 192.6 188.8 259.7 253.9 --- 194.2

41 Oakland, CA 166.9 161.8 249.8 244.1 176.9 193.6

42 Long Beach, CA 196.1 192.6 309.4 298.8 120.7 191.6

43 Tulsa, OK 190.8 185.8 250.5 243.4 --- 190.6

44 Denver, CO 176.0 174.1 251.1 243.9 209.2 185.8

45 El Paso, TX 209.3 206.1 278.0 271.4 173.1 183.7

46 Los Angeles, CA 180.0 174.5 290.8 282.5 163.7 182.3

47 Seattle, WA 183.8 181.4 247.6 234.8 --- 180.6

48 San Diego, CA 183.4 180.6 242.7 232.3 149.7 178.3

49 Phoenix, AZ 172.8 171.2 247.5 239.5 192.7 177.4

50 San Francisco, CA 192.4 187.1 283.0 271.2 128.2 175.3

51 San Jose, CA 194.6 189.3 254.1 233.6 174.2 174.5

52 New York, NY 173.0 169.3 211.0 204.0 150.1 170.2

53 Honolulu, HI 166.1 139.9 --- --- 253.0 150.9

"""/« ¥ ¥V04V/VWVW
City Average 213.8 210.3 279.5 272.4 186.3 217.3
United States, 2004 --- --- --- --- --- 184.6
2010 Goal ---

+ Per 100,000 population using 2000 U.S. Census figures; age adjusted to the year 2000 standard population. For the Non-Hispanic (NH) racial group described above, § Alone represents the
population that indicated being only of that race; £Alone/Combination represents the population that indicated being only of that race or being of that race in combination with one or more
races.

“--- Numerator less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.

* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.
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TABLE 2.12: LuNG CANCER MORTALITY RATE BY RACE/ETHNICITY, 2004

Ratef
NH White  NH White Alone/  NH Black  NH Black Alone/

Rank City* Alone$ Combinationf Alone$ Combination£ Hispanic Total
1 Las Vegas, NV 113.5 112.0 91.2 88.2 71.7 106.9
2 Tucson, AZ 104.8 103.8 --- --- 53.0 89.5
3 Columbus, OH 83.6 82.8 95.0 92.9 --- 83.7
4 Cleveland, OH 80.2 78.9 88.6 87.7 --- 81.0
5 Sacramento, CA 104.0 101.5 66.7 63.9 --- 79.3
6 Indianapolis, IN 76.1 75.7 90.4 89.4 --- 77.6
7 St. Louis, MO 65.6 64.8 92.5 91.6 --- 75.5
8 Cincinnati, OH 60.2 59.7 104.7 103.6 --- 75.0
9 Jacksonville, FL 79.4 78.7 63.4 62.9 --- 73.6

10 Virginia Beach, VA 77.3 76.8 64.7 63.6 --- 73.1

11 Arlington, TX 73.7 72.9 --- --- --- 72.4

12 Pittsburgh, PA 68.2 67.8 89.3 87.9 --- 71.9

12 Wichita, KS 74.7 74.0 86.5 84.6 --- 71.9

14 Baltimore, MD 68.0 67.1 76.0 75.4 --- 70.6

15 Kansas City, MO 64.3 63.6 89.4 88.2 --- 68.7

16 New Orleans, LA 51.4 50.8 82.4 81.7 --- 67.5

17 Philadelphia, PA 62.1 61.4 83.2 82.2 --- 67.4

18 Detroit, Ml 61.1 58.2 71.2 70.5 --- 67.0

19 Nashville-Davidson, TN 67.7 67.2 66.6 66.0 --- 66.5

20 Fresno, CA 79.2 77.6 --- --- 36.8 66.2

21 Charlotte, NC 62.6 62.3 75.2 74.5 --- 65.5

22 Fort Worth, TX 67.5 66.8 88.0 87.3 --- 65.1

22 Milwaukee, WI 54.8 54.4 104.3 103.0 --- 65.1

24 Memphis, TN 51.8 51.4 76.6 76.2 --- 62.7

24 Oklahoma City, OK 64.9 63.6 75.2 73.6 --- 62.7

26 Omaha, NB 59.8 59.5 84.1 82.8 --- 61.6

27 Tulsa, OK 63.8 62.1 66.0 64.4 --- 60.2

28 Portland, OR 59.8 59.0 86.9 82.5 --- 59.6

29 Houston, TX 61.0 60.3 79.9 79.2 32.9 59.4

30 Miami, FL 90.3 88.8 78.4 74.2 48.4 55.7

31 Minneapolis, MN 57.6 57.1 --- --- --- 54.9

32 Chicago, IL 51.2 50.0 72.4 71.7 28.8 54.1

33 Boston, MA 57.4 56.6 57.7 54.8 --- 53.3

34 Colorado Springs, CO 52.5 52.1 --- --- --- 51.8

35 Mesa, AZ 53.7 53.4 --- --- --- 51.7

36 Atlanta, GA 49.4 48.9 54.9 54.6 --- 51.5

37 Austin, TX 53.8 53.3 76.7 75.6 --- 51.0

38 Washington, DC 39.4 38.6 59.7 59.0 --- 50.6

39 Dallas, TX 44.6 44.2 79.8 79.1 314 50.3

40 Phoenix, AZ 51.0 50.5 87.4 84.5 35.2 49.1

41 San Antonio, TX 66.7 65.9 75.2 74.0 27.1 49.0

42 Albuquerque, NM 54.7 54.1 --- --- 40.8 48.9

43 Long Beach, CA 51.5 50.5 91.7 88.8 --- 47.2

44 Seattle, WA 49.8 49.2 70.0 66.6 --- 46.8

45 San Diego, CA 49.4 48.7 54.4 52.1 29.9 45.5

46 Denver, CO 43.1 42.6 67.3 65.5 45.2 44.3

47 Oakland, CA 37.6 36.5 66.9 65.4 --- 44.0

48 San Francisco, CA 48.3 47.1 55.7 53.5 --- 43.4

49 San Jose, CA 51.8 50.5 30.2 41.8

50 Los Angeles, CA 41.9 40.6 72.9 70.9 25.7 40.1

51 New York, NY 42.9 42.0 43.4 42.0 26.5 38.6

52 Honolulu, HI 40.7 34.5 --- --- --- 37.4

53 El Paso, TX 49.6 48.9 --- --- 23.0 33.8

"/¥/¥/7/¥V7V/]
City Average 62.1 61.1 76.8 75.3 36.7 60.4
United States, 2004 --- --- --- --- --- 52.9
2010 Goal ---

+ Per 100,000 population using 2000 U.S. Census figures; age adjusted to the year 2000 standard population. For the Non-Hispanic (NH) racial group described above, § Alone represents the
population that indicated being only of that race; £Alone/Combination represents the population that indicated being only of that race or being of that race in combination with one or more
races.

“--- Numerator less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.

* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.
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TABLE 2.13: FEMALE BREAST CANCER MORTALITY RATE BY RACE/ETHNICITY, 2004

Ratef
NH White  NH White Alone/ NH Black  NH Black Alone/

Rank City* Alone$ Combinationf Alone$ Combination£ Hispanic Total
1 Las Vegas, NV 57.3 56.5 --- --- --- 53.3
2 Sacramento, CA 49.9 48.5 --- --- --- 42.3
3 Miami, FL 98.6 96.7 75.3 70.5 27.4 41.8
4 Tucson, AZ 43.5 43.1 --- --- --- 41.7
5 Cleveland, OH 39.3 38.6 39.6 39.1 --- 38.3
6 Cincinnati, OH 32.1 31.8 47.7 47.2 --- 36.4
7 Colorado Springs, CO 35.2 34.9 --- --- --- 36.1
8 Memphis, TN 21.9 21.8 47.2 46.9 --- 35.3
8 New Orleans, LA 18.0 17.7 47.6 47.2 --- 35.3

10 Mesa, AZ 32.9 32.7 --- --- --- 34.7

11 Baltimore, MD 23.3 23.0 39.9 39.6 --- 33.2

12 Philadelphia, PA 33.7 33.3 31.7 31.3 --- 31.7

13 Wichita, KS 30.7 30.5 --- --- --- 31.2

14 Detroit, MI --- --- 34.4 34.1 --- 30.7

14 Fresno, CA 34.9 34.2 --- --- --- 30.7

16 Jacksonville, FL 28.7 28.5 40.2 39.8 --- 30.6

17 Charlotte, NC 27.2 27.0 41.3 40.9 --- 30.3

18 Chicago, IL 25.6 24.9 40.8 40.4 14.8 29.9

18 Houston, TX 28.8 28.4 41.3 40.9 19.6 29.9

20 Omaha, NB 28.0 27.9 --- --- ~-- 29.7

21 Albuquerque, NM 31.7 31.2 --- --- 30.2 29.6

22 Atlanta, GA 34.2 33.8 29.0 28.8 --- 29.4

23 El Paso, TX 40.1 39.4 --- --- 25.1 29.0

24 St. Louis, MO 27.3 27.0 31.6 31.2 --- 28.8

25 Fort Worth, TX 24.4 24.1 --- --- --- 28.4

25 Los Angeles, CA 314 30.4 47.1 45.6 18.5 28.4

27 Columbus, OH 24.0 23.7 44.6 43,5 --- 28.1

28 Pittsburgh, PA 26.1 25.9 --- --- --- 27.5

29 Austin, TX 31.3 30.9 --- --- --- 27.4

30 San Antonio, TX 30.8 30.4 --- --- 24.4 27.3

31 Kansas City, MO 27.1 26.8 --- --- --- 27.2

32 Washington, DC 28.1 27.5 29.6 29.2 --- 27.1

33 New York, NY 28.7 28.1 32.7 31.6 20.0 26.8

34 Boston, MA 28.8 28.3 30.4 28.7 --- 26.7

35 Arlington, TX 27.7 27.3 --- --- --- 26.4

36 Long Beach, CA 22.5 22.1 --- --- --- 25.3

37 Oklahoma City, OK 23.4 22.9 --- --- --- 24.8

38 Dallas, TX 21.4 21.2 39.8 39.4 --- 24.6

38 Virginia Beach, VA 23.4 23.2 --- --- --- 24.6

40 San Francisco, CA 32.1 31.2 59.5 56.6 --- 24.5

41 Oakland, CA --- --- 30.5 29.7 --- 24.0

41 Tulsa, OK 19.2 18.6 --- --- --- 24.0

43 Denver, CO 24.4 24.2 --- --- --- 23.5

a4 Seattle, WA 23.5 23.2 --- --- --- 23.3

45 Portland, OR 23.1 22.7 --- --- --- 23.1

45 San Diego, CA 23.6 23.2 --- --- 24.2 23.1

47 Nashville-Davidson, TN 20.6 20.4 --- --- --- 22.9

48 Milwaukee, WI 22.8 22.6 27.3 27.0 --- 22.4

48 Phoenix, AZ 22.0 21.7 --- --- --- 22.4

50 San Jose, CA 25.9 25.2 --- --- --- 21.5

51 Indianapolis, IN 20.0 19.9 --- --- --- 20.1

52 Minneapolis, MN 19.9 19.7 --- --- --- 19.1

53 Honolulu, HI ~-- -—- -—- -—- ~-- 14.9

"/ ]
City Average 30.0 29.5 40.4 39.5 22.7 28.9
United States, 2004 --- --- --- --- --- ---
2010 Goal ---

+ Per 100,000 female population using 2000 U.S. Census figures; age adjusted to the year 2000 standard population. For the Non-Hispanic (NH) racial group described above, § Alone repre-
sents the population that indicated being only of that race; £Alone/Combination represents the population that indicated being only of that race or being of that race in combination with one
or more races.

“---" Numerator less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.

* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.
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TABLE 2.14: MoTOR VEHICLE INJURY MORTALITY RATE BY RACE/ETHNICITY; 2004

Ratef
NH White  NH White Alone/ NH Black  NH Black Alone/

Rank City* Alone$ Combinationf Alone$ Combination£ Hispanic Total
1 Las Vegas, NV 33.2 32.2 --- --- 37.1 33.9
2 Miami, FL --- --- 47.6 44.5 28.6 32.5
3 Tucson, AZ 23.2 22.7 --- --- 24.4 23.1
4 Sacramento, CA 21.8 20.7 --- --- 23.6 23.0
5 Fresno, CA 22.6 21.7 --- --- 22.0 22.4
6 Albuquerque, NM 17.7 17.4 --- --- 27.6 22.2
7 Jacksonville, FL 20.3 20.0 18.2 18.0 --- 19.6
8 Phoenix, AZ 14.5 14.2 --- --- 31.3 19.5
9 Mesa, AZ 16.6 16.4 --- --- --- 17.7

10 Memphis, TN 17.3 17.0 16.6 16.5 --- 17.3

11 San Antonio, TX 15.3 14.9 33.6 324 17.7 17.1

12 Nashville-Davidson, TN 15.6 15.4 15.4 15.1 --- 16.3

13 Houston, TX 14.2 13.8 154 15.2 23.8 16.1

14 Dallas, TX 10.2 10.0 14.8 14.6 24.5 15.8

15 El Paso, TX 18.9 18.3 --- --- 14.3 15.2

15 Oklahoma City, OK 12.5 12.1 --- --- --- 15.2

17 Fort Worth, TX 13.0 12.8 --- --- 26.1 15.1

18 Arlington, TX 11.2 11.0 --- --- --- 15.0

19 Atlanta, GA --- --- 14.6 14.5 --- 14.5

20 Tulsa, OK 13.8 13.1 --- --- --- 14.3

21 Detroit, Ml --- --- 14.2 14.0 --- 14.2

21 Wichita, KS 16.0 15.7 --- --- --- 14.2

23 St. Louis, MO 15.9 15.5 124 12.1 --- 14.1

24 Milwaukee, WI 10.0 9.8 20.5 20.1 --- 13.7

25 Indianapolis, IN 13.5 134 13.6 13.3 --- 13.6

26 New Orleans, LA --- --- 14.1 14.0 --- 13.4

27 Austin, TX 11.0 10.8 --- --- 17.7 13.2

28 Kansas City, MO 13.2 12.9 --- -—- ~-- 12.8

29 Oakland, CA --- --- 15.3 14.7 --- 12.7

30 Denver, CO 11.6 114 --- --- 16.0 12.5

31 Colorado Springs, CO 12.0 11.7 --- --- --- 12.2

32 Cincinnati, OH --- --- 14.3 14.1 --- 12.0

33 Long Beach, CA 13.0 12.4 --- --- --- 11.2

34 Charlotte, NC --- --- 19.8 19.5 --- 11.1

35 Portland, OR 10.6 10.2 --- --- --- 10.9

36 Los Angeles, CA 10.3 9.7 17.2 16.4 10.9 10.7

37 San Diego, CA 9.2 8.8 --- --- 11.7 10.0

38 Philadelphia, PA 114 11.1 8.5 8.3 --- 9.8

39 Baltimore, MD 9.6 9.4 2.8 9.7 --- 9.5

40 Chicago, IL 7.9 7.6 124 12.2 8.5 9.3

41 Columbus, OH 8.7 8.6 --- --- --- 8.8

42 Pittsburgh, PA --- --- --- --- --- 8.1

42 San Jose, CA 10.0 9.4 --- --- 13.6 8.1

a4 Omaha, NB 8.0 7.9 --- --- --- 7.7

44 Virginia Beach, VA 7.1 7.0 --- --- --- 7.7

44 Washington, DC --- --- 8.8 8.7 --- 7.7

47 Cleveland, OH --- --- --- --- --- 7.3

48 Minneapolis, MN --- --- --- --- --- 7.1

49 Seattle, WA 6.2 6.0 --- --- --- 6.8

50 San Francisco, CA --- --- --- --- --- 5.8

51 Honolulu, HI --- --- --- --- --- 5.7

52 New York, NY 4.8 4.6 5.5 5.3 4.4 4.9

53 Boston, MA ~-- --- -—- -—- ~-- 4.8

"V/¥/¥/7/V7V7/7
City Average 13.6 13.3 16.5 16.1 20.2 13.5
United States, 2004 --- --- --- --- --- 14.8
2010 Goal ---

+ Per 100,000 population using 2000 U.S. Census figures; age adjusted to the year 2000 standard population. For the Non-Hispanic (NH) racial group described above, § Alone represents the
population that indicated being only of that race; £Alone/Combination represents the population that indicated being only of that race or being of that race in combination with one or more
races.

“--- Numerator less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.

* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.
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TABLE 2.15: HoMICIDE RATE BY RACE/ETHNICITY; 2004

Ratef
NH White  NH White Alone/ NH Black  NH Black Alone/

Rank City* Alone$ Combinationf Alone$ Combination£ Hispanic Total
1 New Orleans, LA --- --- 68.0 68.0 --- 47.9
2 Baltimore, MD --- --- 55.9 55.9 --- 39.5
3 Detroit, MI --- --- 41.2 41.2 --- 36.8
4 Washington, DC --- --- 50.1 50.1 --- 27.7
5 St. Louis, MO --- --- 46.0 46.0 --- 25.4
6 Miami, FL --- --- 62.9 62.9 8.8 22.5
7 Atlanta, GA --- --- 33.5 33.5 --- 21.9
8 Philadelphia, PA 5.6 5.5 39.7 39.7 18.9 21.4
9 Las Vegas, NV 11.0 10.6 57.3 57.3 24.0 19.9

10 Memphis, TN --- --- 23.7 23.7 --- 17.6

10 Oakland, CA --- --- 39.1 39.1 --- 17.6

10 Sacramento, CA 14.0 13.0 31.1 31.1 --- 17.6

13 Kansas City, MO --- --- 41.3 41.3 --- 17.5

14 Dallas, TX 5.3 5.2 31.6 31.6 15.5 16.1

15 Tucson, AZ 10.5 10.3 --- --- 21.7 16.0

16 Cleveland, OH --- --- 22.3 22.3 --- 15.9

17 Cincinnati, OH --- --- 31.7 31.7 --- 15.8

18 Chicago, IL 3.5 3.3 31.1 31.1 9.3 14.5

19 Jacksonville, FL 6.1 6.0 33.6 33.6 --- 14.3

20 Denver, CO 9.1 8.8 --- --- 19.1 14.2

21 Houston, TX 5.1 4.9 25.8 25.8 15.1 14.0

22 Phoenix, AZ 6.9 6.8 30.4 30.4 23.9 13.9

23 Los Angeles, CA 3.9 3.6 49.8 49.8 13.3 13.5

24 Milwaukee, WI --- --- 22.1 22.1 --- 134

25 Tulsa, OK 8.5 8.2 35.7 35.7 --- 129

26 Indianapolis, IN 4.9 4.8 32.5 32.5 --- 12.7

27 Long Beach, CA --- --- 31.3 31.3 11.9 12.5

28 Columbus, OH 5.6 5.5 29.1 29.1 --- 12.3

29 Pittsburgh, PA --- --- 36.8 36.8 --- 12.1

30 Fresno, CA --- --- --- --- 14.6 12.0

31 Charlotte, NC --- --- 25.0 25.0 --- 11.7

32 Minneapolis, MN --- --- 37.2 37.2 --- 10.5

33 Oklahoma City, OK 6.5 6.2 --- --- --- 10.2

34 Fort Worth, TX --- --- 194 194 --- 9.8

35 Nashville-Davidson, TN --- --- 23.2 23.2 --- 9.6

36 Wichita, KS --- --- --- --- --- 8.7

37 San Francisco, CA --- --- 65.1 65.1 --- 8.6

38 Boston, MA --- --- 24.8 24.8 --- 8.3

39 Albuquerque, NM --- --- --- --- 11.3 8.2

39 San Antonio, TX --- --- --- --- 10.2 8.2

41 New York, NY 2.4 2.3 154 154 6.4 6.7

42 Mesa, AZ --- --- --- --- --- 6.0

43 San Diego, CA --- --- 27.5 27.5 7.6 5.4

a4 Portland, OR --- --- --- --- --- 4.7

45 Seattle, WA ~-- --- -—- -—- ~-- 4.4

45 Virginia Beach, VA --- --- --- --- --- 44

47 Austin, TX --- --- --- --- --- 4.0

48 San Jose, CA --- --- --- --- --- 3.5

--- Arlington, TX --- --- --- --- --- ---

--- Colorado Springs, CO --- --- --- --- --- ---

--- El Paso, TX --- --- --- --- --- ---

--- Honolulu, HI --- --- --- --- --- ---

—-- Omaha, NB ~-- -—- -—- --- ~-- ---

"/V/¥/¥/7¥V7V/ 7
City Average 6.8 6.6 36.3 36.3 14.5 14.6
United States, 2004 --- --- --- --- --- 5.6
2010 Goal ---

+ Per 100,000 population using 2000 U.S. Census figures; age adjusted to the year 2000 standard population. For the Non-Hispanic (NH) racial group described above, § Alone represents the
population that indicated being only of that race; £Alone/Combination represents the population that indicated being only of that race or being of that race in combination with one or more
races.

“--- Numerator less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.

* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.
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TABLE 2.16: FIREARM-RELATED MORTALITY RATE BY RACE/ETHNICITY, 2004

Ratef
NH White  NH White Alone/ NH Black  NH Black Alone/

Rank City* Alone$ Combinationf Alone$ Combination£ Hispanic Total
1 New Orleans, LA 16.2 15.9 70.1 69.6 --- 51.6
2 Detroit, Ml --- --- 38.2 37.8 --- 33.5
2 Las Vegas, NV 30.8 30.0 57.0 54.1 25.4 33.5
4 Baltimore, MD --- --- 48.5 48.0 --- 32.0
5 St. Louis, MO --- --- 43.2 42,5 --- 26.2
6 Miami, FL --- --- 56.3 52.4 12.8 25.2
7 Tucson, AZ 21.4 21.1 --- --- 23.9 24.3
8 Washington, DC --- --- 42.1 41.3 --- 22.3
9 Philadelphia, PA 8.6 8.5 38.6 37.8 18.1 21.8

10 Sacramento, CA 18.9 17.9 --- --- 25.6 20.9

11 Atlanta, GA --- --- 28.6 28.3 --- 20.8

12 Phoenix, AZ 14.7 14.5 34.1 31.9 27.2 19.5

13 Kansas City, MO 10.3 10.1 39.1 38.1 --- 194

14 Memphis, TN 12.6 124 21.7 21.6 --- 19.0

15 Colorado Springs, CO 17.5 17.2 --- --- --- 18.6

15 Tulsa, OK 17.3 16.7 34.1 32.5 --- 18.6

17 Jacksonville, FL 14.3 14.1 27.8 27.4 --- 18.1

18 Fresno, CA 13.9 13.5 --- --- 14.2 17.4

19 Dallas, TX 11.0 10.8 26.1 25.7 15.1 17.2

20 Houston, TX 13.8 13.5 23.0 22.7 15.2 17.0

21 Charlotte, NC 13.5 13.3 25.1 24.7 --- 16.8

22 Albuquerque, NM 15.2 149 --- --- 17.8 16.7

23 Cincinnati, OH --- --- 30.4 29.7 --- 16.5

24 Indianapolis, IN 11.1 11.0 27.9 27.3 --- 16.2

25 Oakland, CA --- --- 35.3 33.6 --- 15.8

26 Nashville-Davidson, TN 12.0 11.8 24.2 23.7 --- 154

27 Long Beach, CA 10.2 10.0 --- --- 11.6 15.0

28 Pittsburgh, PA 8.5 8.4 37.2 36.1 --- 14.9

29 Milwaukee, WI 2.9 9.7 21.7 21.2 --- 14.7

30 Denver, CO 12.1 11.8 --- --- 14.0 14.5

30 Mesa, AZ 13.0 129 --- --- --- 14.5

32 Cleveland, OH 10.9 10.6 17.7 174 --- 14.2

33 Los Angeles, CA 6.0 5.7 48.2 45.7 12.3 13.8

34 Oklahoma City, OK 11.3 11.0 --- --- --- 13.4

34 Wichita, KS 9.2 9.1 52.6 50.2 --- 134

36 Columbus, OH 9.3 9.2 25.9 24.6 --- 13.1

37 Chicago, IL 4.8 4.6 24.3 23.9 8.3 12.2

38 Fort Worth, TX 9.5 9.4 184 18.1 --- 11.3

39 Minneapolis, MN --- --- 32.0 28.2 --- 10.8

40 Virginia Beach, VA 10.8 10.6 --- --- --- 10.5

41 San Antonio, TX 2.9 9.7 --- --- 8.7 9.4

42 Portland, OR 8.5 8.2 --- --- --- 9.2

43 San Francisco, CA --- --- 64.7 57.7 --- 8.6

a4 Austin, TX 8.1 8.0 --- --- --- 7.7

45 Omaha, NB ~-- -—- -—- -—- ~-- 7.2

46 Boston, MA --- --- 25.1 22.9 --- 7.1

47 Arlington, TX --- --- --- --- --- 7.0

48 Seattle, WA 6.1 5.9 --- --- --- 6.9

49 San Diego, CA 4.5 4.4 21.7 19.8 7.0 6.6

50 San Jose, CA --- --- --- --- --- 5.3

51 El Paso, TX --- --- --- --- --- 5.2

52 New York, NY 2.5 2.4 12.1 11.5 4.4 5.1

—-- Honolulu, HI ~-- --- --- -—- ~-- -

¥4/
City Average 11.8 11.6 34.5 33.2 154 16.3
United States, 2004 --- --- --- --- --- 9.8
2010 Goal ---

+ Per 100,000 population using 2000 U.S. Census figures; age adjusted to the year 2000 standard population. For the Non-Hispanic (NH) racial group described above, § Alone represents the
population that indicated being only of that race; £Alone/Combination represents the population that indicated being only of that race or being of that race in combination with one or more
races.

“--- Numerator less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.

* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.
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TABLE 2.17: SUICIDE RATE BY RACE/ETHNICITY; 2004

Ratef
NH White  NH White Alone/ NH Black  NH Black Alone/

Rank City* Alone$ Combinationf Alone$ Combination£ Hispanic Total
1 Las Vegas, NV 42.4 41.4 --- --- --- 34.5
2 Colorado Springs, CO 27.1 26.6 --- --- --- 26.1
3 Tucson, AZ 31.6 31.1 --- --- 14.4 25.0
4 Sacramento, CA 29.7 28.3 --- --- --- 22.7
5 Albuquerque, NM 22.3 21.8 --- --- 20.5 21.0
6 Mesa, AZ 19.4 19.1 --- --- --- 19.6
7 Miami, FL 60.7 59.2 --- --- 124 17.1
8 Denver, CO 21.5 21.1 --- --- --- 16.2
9 Jacksonville, FL 20.2 19.9 --- --- --- 15.6

10 Pittsburgh, PA 17.3 17.1 --- --- --- 15.2

10 Wichita, KS 16.4 16.1 --- --- --- 15.2

12 Portland, OR 17.3 16.9 --- --- --- 15.1

13 Fresno, CA 23.5 22.6 --- --- --- 14.8

14 Phoenix, AZ 17.4 17.2 --- --- 11.3 14.7

15 Tulsa, OK 18.1 17.5 --- --- --- 14.5

16 Milwaukee, WI 18.9 18.5 --- --- --- 14.2

17 Oklahoma City, OK 16.3 15.8 --- --- --- 141

18 Atlanta, GA 22.6 22.3 9.8 9.7 --- 13.8

19 Austin, TX 17.3 17.0 --- --- --- 13.6

20 Cincinnati, OH 14.4 14.2 --- --- --- 13.3

21 Charlotte, NC 16.5 16.3 --- --- --- 13.2

22 St. Louis, MO 17.2 16.8 --- --- --- 13.0

23 Indianapolis, IN 15.9 15.7 --- --- --- 129

24 Virginia Beach, VA 14.7 14.5 --- --- --- 12.8

25 Nashville-Davidson, TN 15.5 15.3 --- --- --- 12.6

26 Cleveland, OH 18.2 17.8 --- --- --- 12.2

26 Seattle, WA 13.7 13.3 --- --- --- 12.2

28 Kansas City, MO 14.2 14.0 --- --- --- 12.1

29 Houston, TX 20.2 19.8 4.7 4.6 8.4 12.0

30 San Francisco, CA 16.3 15.7 --- --- --- 11.6

31 Fort Worth, TX 16.4 16.1 --- --- --- 10.9

31 Honolulu, HI --- --- --- --- --- 10.9

33 Columbus, OH 11.6 11.4 --- --- --- 10.8

34 Philadelphia, PA 13.7 13.5 6.8 6.7 --- 10.7

35 Omaha, NB 12.2 12.1 --- --- --- 10.5

36 San Diego, CA 13.7 13.3 --- --- . 10.4

37 Dallas, TX 14.6 14.4 --- --- 6.6 10.3

38 San Antonio, TX 16.3 16.0 --- --- 6.4 10.2

39 Arlington, TX 12.6 12.4 --- --- --- 9.4

40 Long Beach, CA 15.0 14.5 --- --- --- 2.3

41 San Jose, CA 12.1 11.6 --- --- --- 9.2

42 New Orleans, LA 14.8 14.5 --- --- --- 8.9

43 Minneapolis, MN 9.0 8.8 --- --- --- 8.8

a4 Memphis, TN 12.9 12.7 5.3 5.3 --- 8.6

45 Oakland, CA --- --- --- --- --- 8.4

46 El Paso, TX 16.1 15.7 --- --- 5.6 8.3

47 Los Angeles, CA 9.6 9.2 6.4 6.1 4.1 7.1

48 Chicago, IL 10.4 10.1 3.7 3.6 5.2 6.3

49 Detroit, Ml --- --- 5.4 5.3 --- 6.1

50 New York, NY 8.0 7.7 4.7 4.5 4.4 6.0

51 Baltimore, MD --- --- 5.3 5.2 --- 5.6

51 Washington, DC --- --- --- --- --- 5.6

53 Boston, MA ~-- --- -—- -—- ~-- 4.2

/V/¥7/V7V/7
City Average 18.2 17.8 5.8 5.7 2.0 12.8
United States, 2004 --- --- --- --- --- 10.7
2010 Goal ---

+ Per 100,000 population using 2000 U.S. Census figures; age adjusted to the year 2000 standard population. For the Non-Hispanic (NH) racial group described above, § Alone represents the
population that indicated being only of that race; £Alone/Combination represents the population that indicated being only of that race or being of that race in combination with one or more
races.

“--- Numerator less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.

* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.
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TABLE 2.18: HIV-RELATED MORTALITY RATE BY RACE/ETHNICITY; 2004

Ratef
NH White  NH White Alone/  NH Black  NH Black Alone/

Rank City* Alone$ Combinationf Alone$ Combination£ Hispanic Total
1 Miami, FL 48.8 47.6 1 191.2 76.6 25.8 58.4
2 Baltimore, MD --- --- 75.0 74.2 --- 50.5
3 Atlanta, GA 17.5 17.3 60.0 59.5 --- 42.1
4 Washington, DC 65.6 64.4 41.1
5 New Orleans, LA 16.7 16.4 34.7 344 --- 27.2
6 San Francisco, CA 26.9 26.0 65.7 62.1 22.8 21.7
7 New York, NY 7.0 6.8 42.7 40.9 22.0 18.2
8 Memphis, TN --- --- 28.4 28.3 --- 18.0
9 Philadelphia, PA 4.2 4.1 29.9 29.3 23.9 16.1

10 Charlotte, NC --- --- 43.4 42.9 --- 15.3

11 Houston, TX 6.5 6.3 38.3 37.9 7.0 14.1

11 Nashville-Davidson, TN 6.6 6.5 39.4 39.0 --- 14.1

13 Dallas, TX 13.0 12.8 20.6 20.3 10.5 13.4

14 Detroit, MI --- --- 13.7 13.5 --- 12.0

15 Long Beach, CA 11.1 10.8 --- --- --- 11.1

16 Jacksonville, FL --- --- 35.9 35.5 --- 11.0

17 St. Louis, MO --- --- 15.0 14.8 --- 10.3

18 Denver, CO 10.9 10.8 --- --- --- 10.0

19 Oakland, CA 17.5 16.9 9.9

20 Boston, MA 21.7 20.3 9.7

20 Chicago, IL 3.5 3.3 19.7 19.5 6.3 9.7

22 Fort Worth, TX 27.8 27.5 9.6

23 Kansas City, MO --- --- 18.1 17.7 --- 9.4

24 Los Angeles, CA 8.2 7.8 22.6 21.7 8.5 8.9

25 Las Vegas, NV - ——= —— —— - 8.2

26 Cleveland, OH --- --- 10.4 10.3 --- 7.9

27 Seattle, WA 7.4 7.2 --- --- --- 7.8

28 San Diego, CA 7.7 7.5 --- --- --- 7.6

29 Sacramento, CA --- - —— —— - 7.0

30 San Antonio, TX 5.1 5.0 --- --- 6.8 6.8

31 El Paso, TX --- --- --- --- 7.4 6.2

32 Austin, TX --- --- - - - 5.8

33 Milwaukee, WI - e —— ——- - 5.6

33 Phoenix, AZ 4.8 4.7 --- --- --- 5.6

35 Indianapolis, IN --- --- 14.9 14.7 --- 5.5

36 Tucson, AZ --- - —— —— - 5.3

37 Oklahoma City, OK --- --- - --- --- 4.9

38 Portland, OR 5.1 4.9 --- --- --- 4.4

39 Columbus, OH --- - —— —— - 3.5

40 San Jose, CA --- R S - - 23

--- Albuquerque, NM --- . —— ——- - ——

--- Arlington, TX --- - -—- S - -

--- Cincinnati, OH --- - - - - -

--- Colorado Springs, CO --- - - —— I ——

--- Fresno, CA --- .- --- --- --- ---

--- Honolulu, HI --- --- - - - —

--- Mesa, AZ --- --- - - - —

--- Minneapolis, MN --- - - S - -

--- Omaha, NB --- - - —— - -

=== Pittsburgh, PA == --- --- --- --- ---

--- Tulsa, OK --- - - —— - -

--- Virginia Beach, VA --- . ——- —— - ——-

--- Wichita, KS --- - --- —-- - -

e
City Average 11.7 9.3 39.7 34.3 14.1 13.9
United States, 2004 --- - - —— - 4.4
2010 Goal -

+ Per 100,000 population using 2000 U.S. Census figures; age adjusted to the year 2000 standard population. For the Non-Hispanic (NH) racial group described above, § Alone represents the
population that indicated being only of that race; £Alone/Combination represents the population that indicated being only of that race or being of that race in combination with one or more
races.

“--- Numerator less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.

* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.
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TABLE 2.19: PNEUMONIA AND INFLUENZA MORTALITY RATE BY RACE/ETHNICITY; 2004

Ratef
NH White  NH White Alone/ NH Black  NH Black Alone/

Rank City* Alone$ Combinationf Alone$ Combination£ Hispanic Total
1 Sacramento, CA 49.1 48.0 --- --- --- 45.7
2 Tucson, AZ 44.6 44.2 --- --- 31.9 41.2
3 Las Vegas, NV 39.3 38.8 --- --- --- 39.6
4 New York, NY 34.9 34.2 45.3 43.9 42.1 37.1
5 Fresno, CA 36.8 36.2 --- --- 35.0 34.7
6 Los Angeles, CA 31.5 30.7 45.1 43.9 37.9 33.7
7 San Francisco, CA 31.8 31.0 39.2 37.7 --- 28.3
8 Miami, FL 43.7 43.0 36.9 34.7 22.6 28.0
9 Boston, MA 31.5 31.1 --- -—- ~-- 27.1

10 San Jose, CA 24.4 23.8 --- --- 40.8 27.0

11 Baltimore, MD 29.0 28.7 27.2 27.0 --- 26.9

12 Oakland, CA 34.9 34.1 21.1 20.6 --- 26.7

13 Columbus, OH 27.0 26.8 24.8 24.2 --- 26.5

13 Jacksonville, FL 25.8 25.6 33.2 32.8 --- 26.5

15 Virginia Beach, VA 27.2 27.0 --- --- --- 25.9

16 Memphis, TN 25.9 25.7 26.3 26.2 --- 25.8

17 Long Beach, CA 25.0 24.6 --- --- --- 23.3

18 Detroit, MI 19.6 18.8 24.1 23.9 --- 22.9

19 Chicago, IL 194 19.0 28.0 27.7 19.3 22.4

19 Phoenix, AZ 22.8 22.6 -—- -—- 21.6 22.4

21 St. Louis, MO 23.9 23.7 19.3 19.1 --- 22.1

22 Denver, CO 23.6 23.4 --- --- --- 21.9

23 Tulsa, OK 23.4 22.9 --- --- --- 21.5

24 Albuquerque, NM 19.7 19.6 --- --- 26.6 214

24 Oklahoma City, OK 23.2 22.8 --- --- --- 21.4

26 Nashville-Davidson, TN 20.3 20.2 23.9 23.6 --- 21.0

27 Omaha, NB 21.2 21.1 --- --- --- 20.7

28 Houston, TX 15.6 15.5 31.9 31.6 16.7 20.0

29 Cincinnati, OH 16.7 16.5 26.3 26.0 --- 19.5

30 Indianapolis, IN 20.3 20.1 --- --- --- 19.3

31 Colorado Springs, CO 18.9 18.8 --- --- --- 19.1

31 Mesa, AZ 18.6 18.5 --- --- --- 19.1

33 Pittsburgh, PA 17.9 17.8 --- --- --- 18.7

34 Atlanta, GA 14.8 14.7 20.5 20.4 --- 18.4

35 Arlington, TX 17.3 17.2 --- --- --- 17.8

36 Honolulu, HI ~m- -—- --- --- ~m- 17.5

37 El Paso, TX 20.6 20.2 --- --- 16.3 17.2

38 Charlotte, NC 16.6 16.6 --- --- --- 17.1

39 Milwaukee, WI 15.8 15.7 19.7 19.5 --- 17.0

40 San Diego, CA 15.5 15.3 --- --- 21.9 16.8

41 New Orleans, LA 17.2 17.0 16.0 15.9 --- 16.7

42 Cleveland, OH 15.0 14.8 18.8 18.7 --- 16.2

42 Dallas, TX 14.1 14.0 25.3 25.0 --- 16.2

42 Philadelphia, PA 14.2 14.1 20.1 19.8 --- 16.2

42 Washington, DC --- --- 20.0 19.8 --- 16.2

46 Fort Worth, TX 15.6 15.5 --- --- --- 15.9

47 San Antonio, TX 15.4 15.2 --- --- 14.9 15.3

48 Wichita, KS 15.9 15.8 --- --- --- 15.1

49 Kansas City, MO 15.1 15.0 --- --- --- 14.5

50 Minneapolis, MN 13.9 13.7 --- --- --- 13.9

50 Seattle, WA 15.1 15.0 --- --- --- 13.9

52 Austin, TX 12.6 12.5 --- --- --- 13.2

52 Portland, OR 13.8 13.7 --- --- --- 13.2

"//V/¥7/V/""7
City Average 22.9 22.6 27.0 26.5 26.7 22.2
United States, 2004 --- --- --- --- --- 20.4
2010 Goal ---

+ Per 100,000 population using 2000 U.S. Census figures; age adjusted to the year 2000 standard population. For the Non-Hispanic (NH) racial group described above, § Alone represents the
population that indicated being only of that race; £Alone/Combination represents the population that indicated being only of that race or being of that race in combination with one or more
races.

“--- Numerator less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.

* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.
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TABLE 2.20: DIABETES MORTALITY RATE BY RACE/ETHNICITY, 2004

Ratef
NH White  NH White Alone/ NH Black  NH Black Alone/

Rank City* Alone$ Combinationf Alone$ Combination£ Hispanic Total
1 New Orleans, LA 29.0 28.7 99.8 98.9 --- 66.3
2 San Antonio, TX 35.1 34.7 60.1 59.1 66.4 49.8
3 El Paso, TX 29.5 29.1 --- --- 55.0 45.8
4 Sacramento, CA 37.0 36.1 80.1 76.8 54.0 42,5
5 Cincinnati, OH 27.2 27.0 72.4 71.6 --- 42.2
6 Fresno, CA 30.1 29.5 --- --- 74.3 41.2
7 Tucson, AZ 34.5 34.1 --- --- 61.8 40.7
8 Miami, FL 51.2 50.4 86.4 82.3 31.1 39.8
8 Washington, DC 16.6 16.3 54.0 53.3 --- 39.8

10 Columbus, OH 26.6 26.3 84.5 82.5 --- 38.9

11 Baltimore, MD 28.6 28.3 49.1 48.7 --- 38.5

12 Jacksonville, FL 29.9 29.6 65.9 65.3 --- 37.1

13 St. Louis, MO 23.9 23.6 53.3 52.8 --- 35.6

14 Fort Worth, TX 27.7 27.4 58.5 58.0 62.2 35.0

15 Memphis, TN 19.5 19.3 54.7 54.5 --- 34.8

16 Portland, OR 32.6 32.2 84.4 80.2 --- 34.1

17 Milwaukee, WI 22.5 22.3 69.1 68.3 --- 33.3

18 Detroit, MI 23.6 22.0 36.6 36.2 --- 32.4

19 Nashville-Davidson, TN 22.9 22.7 72.4 71.8 --- 32.1

20 Houston, TX 18.9 18.7 51.6 51.2 52.6 31.9

21 Cleveland, OH 21.1 20.8 44.2 43.7 --- 314

22 Wichita, KS 25.6 25.4 --- --- --- 30.5

23 Los Angeles, CA 21.3 20.7 54.4 52.8 47.7 304

24 Oakland, CA --- --- 51.5 50.3 --- 30.1

25 Albuquerque, NM 21.8 21.6 --- --- 51.1 30.0

26 Austin, TX 18.4 18.3 50.2 49.5 72.4 29.9

27 Indianapolis, IN 24.3 24.1 49.9 49.4 --- 28.9

28 Chicago, IL 20.1 19.7 41.1 40.8 37.4 28.4

29 San Jose, CA 23.2 22.6 --- --- 56.1 28.0

30 Omaha, NB 20.3 20.2 101.9 100.1 --- 27.7

31 Arlington, TX 27.0 26.7 --- --- --- 27.6

32 Tulsa, OK 20.3 19.8 102.5 99.9 --- 27.3

33 Long Beach, CA 19.5 19.1 --- --- 53.2 26.7

34 Philadelphia, PA 19.1 18.9 39.6 39.1 --- 26.6

35 Oklahoma City, OK 21.5 21.0 58.2 57.0 --- 26.2

36 Kansas City, MO 17.3 17.1 51.1 50.4 --- 25.9

37 Charlotte, NC 19.3 19.2 48.4 48.0 --- 25.8

38 Dallas, TX 14.3 14.2 54.4 53.9 34.4 25.2

39 Seattle, WA 20.5 20.3 74.2 70.5 --- 24.6

40 Pittsburgh, PA 19.3 19.1 44.7 43.9 --- 24.2

41 Las Vegas, NV 19.9 19.7 --- --- --- 24.1

41 Mesa, AZ 21.8 21.7 --- --- --- 24.1

43 Minneapolis, MN 18.7 18.5 --- --- --- 23.0

a4 Phoenix, AZ 17.7 17.5 --- --- 54.4 22.9

45 New York, NY 14.4 14.1 46.3 44.8 31.2 22.8

46 San Diego, CA 16.0 15.7 47.1 45.1 42.7 21.7

47 Boston, MA 18.9 18.7 42.0 39.9 --- 21.6

48 Denver, CO 14.9 14.8 51.3 49.8 32.6 21.5

49 Virginia Beach, VA 18.0 17.9 --- --- --- 21.4

50 Atlanta, GA --- --- 31.8 31.6 --- 20.4

51 San Francisco, CA 13.1 12.8 52.8 50.7 --- 17.0

52 Colorado Springs, CO 14.6 14.4 --- --- --- 16.2

53 Honolulu, HI --- --- --- --- --- 13.5

/¥ ¥4V
City Average 23.0 22.7 59.8 58.5 51.1 30.5
United States, 2004 --- --- --- --- --- 24.4
2010 Goal ---

+ Per 100,000 population using 2000 U.S. Census figures; age adjusted to the year 2000 standard population. For the Non-Hispanic (NH) racial group described above, § Alone represents the
population that indicated being only of that race; £Alone/Combination represents the population that indicated being only of that race or being of that race in combination with one or more
races.

“--- Numerator less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.

* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.

56 @ BiG CITIES HEALTH INVENTORY 2007



TABLE 2.21: INFANT MORTALITY RATE BY RACE/ETHNICITY*, 2003

Ratef
NH White  NH White Alone/ NH Black  NH Black Alone/

Rank City* Alone$ Combinationf Alone$ Combination£ Hispanic Total
1 Memphis, TN --- 22.1 s 17.3
2 Detroit, Ml --- 18.1 --- 16.4
3 Pittsburgh, PA --- 26.1 --- 14,5
4 Baltimore, MD --- 18.0 --- 12.8
5 St. Louis, MO --- 15.8 --- 12.7
6 Tucson, AZ 6.5 --- 39.0 12.1
7 Milwaukee, WI 6.0 16.0 9.4 11.4
8 New Orleans, LA --- 12.2 --- 11.3
9 Philadelphia, PA 7.5 14.0 5.8 10.6

10 Washington, DC --- 13.7 --- 10.5

11 Cincinnati, OH --- 15.0 --- 10.3

11 Oklahoma City, 0K 10.0 16.6 --- 10.3

13 Jacksonville, FL 7.3 16.2 --- 10.2

14 Chicago, IL 6.0 17.0 5.9 10.0

14 Cleveland, OH --- 13.1 --- 10.0

16 Columbus, OH 6.4 14.9 --- 9.8

17 Indianapolis, IN 7.9 15.4 --- 9.4

18 Fort Worth, TX 7.4 17.9 6.2 8.8

19 Kansas City, MO 6.5 12.6 --- 8.3

20 Dallas, TX 5.9 144 6.7 8.1

21 Honolulu, HI --- --- --- 8.0

22 San Antonio, TX 6.0 16.8 7.3 7.5

23 Nashville-Davidson, TN --- 12.0 --- 7.4

24 Omaha, NB 5.3 --- --- 7.3

25 Charlotte, NC 4.0 12.7 --- 7.2

25 Colorado Springs, CO 5.7 --- --- 7.2

27 Fresno, CA 9.3 --- 5.8 7.0

27 Long Beach, CA --- --- 6.9 7.0

29 Denver, CO --- --- 7.2 6.9

29 Houston, TX 7.0 11.7 5.1 6.9

31 Phoenix, AZ 4.9 --- 7.6 6.8

32 Virginia Beach, VA 6.1 --- --- 6.7

33 Oakland, CA --- 13.2 --- 6.5

34 Wichita, KS 4.9 --- --- 6.3

35 Arlington, TX 7.6 --- --- 6.2

35 Austin, TX --- --- 6.3 6.2

35 New York, NY 4.2 10.3 4.8 6.2

38 Boston, MA --- 13.0 --- 6.1

39 Mesa, AZ --- --- 8.0 6.0

40 Sacramento, CA --- 11.5 5.7 5.9

41 Seattle, WA --- --- --- 5.6

42 Los Angeles, CA 5.7 11.2 4.8 5.5

43 Minneapolis, MN --- --- --- 5.4

a4 Miami, FL --- 4.2 --- 5.0

45 Albuquerque, NM --- --- 4.6 4.5

45 San Diego, CA 4.5 --- 5.3 4.5

45 Tulsa, OK 6.0 --- --- 4.5

48 San Jose, CA --- --- 5.3 4.0

49 El Paso, TX --- --- 3.6 3.9

49 Portland, OR --- --- --- 3.9

51 Las Vegas, NV 3.9 --- --- 3.7

52 San Francisco, CA --- --- --- 3.1

—-- Atlanta, GA ~-- -—- ~-- -—-

"/ ]
City Average 6.3 14.7 7.7 8.0
United States, 2004 5.7 --- 5.6 6.8
2010 Goal 4.5

T Per 1,000 live births.

* Rates based on race/ethnicity categories employed in 1990 census.

“---" Numerator less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.
* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.

BIG CITIES HEALTH INVENTORY 2007 @ 57



TABLE 2.22: FERTILITY RATE BY RACE/ETHNICITY; 2003

Ratef
Rank City* NH White NH Black Hispanic Total
1 Miami, FL 137.6 132.9 326.8 305.7 146.8 182.9
2 Las Vegas, NV 130.2 125.7 178.5 168.9 258.4 173.0
3 Tulsa, OK 87.4 83.3 24.8 23.6 926.9 138.0
4 Sacramento, CA 116.7 108.9 117.6 108.8 185.0 129.9
5 Fresno, CA 69.3 66.1 95.7 90.9 134.5 101.5
6 El Paso, TX 55.4 53.4 69.9 65.0 110.0 99.6
7 Houston, TX 60.1 58.5 76.2 75.1 142.4 97.7
8 Mesa, AZ 76.2 74.9 97.6 87.3 163.8 97.1
9 Fort Worth, TX 68.3 66.9 78.4 77.1 139.8 91.8
10 Atlanta, GA 75.1 73.6 75.6 74.8 408.5 90.1
11 Denver, CO 59.4 57.7 77.4 72.0 145.5 88.5
12 San Antonio, TX 68.1 66.1 73.1 70.2 97.6 85.8
13 Phoenix, AZ 46.5 45.5 80.8 74.6 147.6 85.3
14 Wichita, KS 77.2 75.4 93.4 88.9 139.9 84.9
15 Dallas, TX 50.4 49.3 65.9 64.8 131.9 83.7
16 Charlotte, NC 71.4 70.4 73.7 72.7 208.0 82.2
17 Albuquerque, NM 60.0 58.1 73.7 63.9 107.3 81.7
18 Colorado Springs, CO 71.7 69.7 90.6 81.0 136.1 79.5
19 Omaha, NB 66.4 65.5 87.8 84.2 182.0 77.9
20 Milwaukee, WI 56.1 54.6 88.0 86.1 125.1 77.8
21 Arlington, TX 56.9 55.6 77.6 75.3 143.6 77.3
22 Indianapolis, IN 66.0 65.1 80.3 78.6 237.6 76.2
23 San Jose, CA 53.3 50.0 55.4 49.3 103.2 76.0
24 Oklahoma City, 0K 59.1 56.8 79.1 75.5 167.4 73.6
25 Austin, TX 51.6 50.4 61.9 59.4 119.4 73.2
26 Long Beach, CA 48.8 45.8 57.7 54.9 104.6 72.2
27 Los Angeles, CA 45.3 42.3 59.7 56.6 97.8 72.0
28 Kansas City, MO 61.7 60.4 73.0 71.1 152.5 71.5
29 Memphis, TN 48.6 47.7 76.3 75.8 215.3 71.4
30 Cincinnati, OH 62.2 61.1 80.8 79.2 171.8 71.1
31 Cleveland, OH 60.8 59.1 77.7 76.5 80.8 70.4
32 Portland, OR 60.3 58.0 82.7 71.7 161.2 69.1
33 Chicago, IL 48.4 46.6 67.6 66.6 99.0 68.5
34 Jacksonville, FL 60.6 59.5 79.2 78.1 98.1 68.2
35 San Diego, CA 48.3 46.0 61.4 55.8 102.1 65.6
36 St. Louis, MO 50.6 49.2 77.2 76.0 111.0 65.0
37 Minneapolis, MN 45.4 44.0 100.3 89.9 163.0 64.8
38 Detroit, MI 70.7 62.5 61.6 60.8 128.9 64.7
39 Oakland, CA 58.8 53.8 50.2 47.8 104.8 64.5
40 Honolulu, HI 74.6 46.7 106.0 80.5 111.7 63.6
41 Philadelphia, PA 44.1 43.1 72.6 71.1 106.3 63.0
41 Virginia Beach, VA 61.2 59.8 66.7 64.6 89.2 63.0
43 Nashville-Davidson, TN 50.7 49.8 67.4 66.3 212.6 62.7
44 New York, NY 57.7 55.3 60.7 57.9 72.0 62.5
45 Baltimore, MD 59.0 57.4 63.1 62.4 120.5 62.2
46 New Orleans, LA 43.2 42.1 67.7 67.2 41.4 60.1
47 Columbus, OH 46.0 45,1 83.5 79.6 188.1 57.9
48 Tucson, AZ 59.6 58.0 268.6 239.7 28.6 57.2
49 Washington, DC 40.5 39.2 59.4 58.2 81.3 53.0
50 Boston, MA 35.9 34.9 69.1 63.4 73.6 47.6
51 Pittsburgh, PA 39.9 39.3 64.7 62.9 74.5 47.1
52 Seattle, WA 43.1 41.3 68.4 58.2 713 46.2
53 San Francisco, CA 38.4 36.5 54.8 49.3 68.2 45.7
"/

City Average 61.4 58.8 84.5 79.5 149.8 78.4

United States, 2003 --- --- --- --- --- 66.1

2010 Goal ---

T Per 1,000 women aged 15-44. Rates based on 2000 U.S. Census figures. For the Non-Hispanic (NH) racial group described above, § Alone represents the population that indicated being only
of that race; £Alone/Combination represents the population that indicated being only of that race or being of that race in combination with one or more races.

“---" Numerator less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.

* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.
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TABLE 2.23: PERCENT LOw BIRTHWEIGHT BY RACE/ETHNICITY*, 2003

Ratef
NH White  NH White Alone/ NH Black  NH Black Alone/

Rank City* Alone$ Combinationf Alone$ Combination£ Hispanic Total
1 Detroit, Ml 10.9 14.7 5.5 13.5
1 New Orleans, LA 7.5 15.1 --- 135
3 Baltimore, MD 2.4 154 6.4 13.2
4 Memphis, TN 6.6 144 5.0 12.0
5 Philadelphia, PA 7.6 149 10.3 11.7
6 Cleveland, OH 8.9 13.2 10.1 11.4
6 St. Louis, MO 7.4 139 --- 114
8 Cincinnati, OH 8.5 14.2 --- 11.2
8 Pittsburgh, PA 8.8 15.6 s 11.2

10 Washington, DC 6.1 13.8 7.6 10.9

11 Atlanta, GA 8.1 13.6 5.9 104

12 Colorado Springs, CO 9.9 15.1 9.3 10.3

12 Miami, FL 10.5 139 7.5 10.3

14 Chicago, IL 7.5 15.6 6.6 10.1

15 Columbus, OH 8.2 13.6 5.1 9.8

15 Jacksonville, FL 7.7 13.4 6.9 9.8

15 Milwaukee, WI 6.6 13.8 6.2 9.8

18 Nashville-Davidson, TN 7.9 13.9 6.5 9.5

19 Denver, CO 8.9 17.3 8.1 9.3

20 Albuquerque, NM 9.1 13.7 9.1 9.1

20 Charlotte, NC 7.0 13.6 6.9 9.1

22 Boston, MA 6.5 13.1 7.3 8.9

22 San Antonio, TX 8.1 14.7 8.7 8.9

24 Indianapolis, IN 7.9 12.5 4.7 8.8

25 Honolulu, HI 6.4 15.3 7.3 8.6

26 New York, NY 6.5 12.1 7.7 8.5

27 Fort Worth, TX 7.3 14.8 6.7 8.4

27 Oklahoma City, OK 8.2 13.7 5.7 8.4

29 Kansas City, MO 7.2 11.5 5.3 8.3

29 Tucson, AZ 7.7 134 5.1 8.3

29 Wichita, KS 7.5 13.7 7.0 8.3

32 Dallas, TX 7.4 14.2 6.2 8.2

32 Houston, TX 7.4 13.9 6.4 8.2

34 Las Vegas, NV 7.4 13.6 7.0 8.1

35 Arlington, TX 7.4 13.2 6.1 8.0

36 El Paso, TX 9.1 14.7 7.6 7.9

37 Omaha, NB 7.0 12.0 6.2 7.8

38 Tulsa, OK 7.9 11.8 7.1 7.7

39 Virginia Beach, VA 6.6 10.9 7.9 7.6

40 Minneapolis, MN 6.3 11.3 4.5 7.5

41 Long Beach, CA 6.6 10.7 6.6 7.4

41 Oakland, CA 5.6 13.6 4.4 7.4

43 San Francisco, CA 6.2 15.3 7.5 7.3

44 Los Angeles, CA 6.9 13.8 6.3 7.2

45 Austin, TX 6.2 12.8 7.0 7.1

45 Fresno, CA 6.6 11.2 6.4 7.1

45 Phoenix, AZ 6.7 129 6.9 7.1

48 Sacramento, CA 6.1 10.7 5.9 6.9

49 San Diego, CA 6.1 10.7 6.0 6.7

50 Seattle, WA 5.9 10.1 5.8 6.6

51 Portland, OR 6.2 12.5 5.0 6.5

52 San Jose, CA 6.2 12.3 5.7 6.3

53 Mesa, AZ 5.9 12.8 6.1 6.2

""V/¥/¥/7¥V7
City Average 7.4 13.4 6.7 8.9
United States, 2003 7.0 13.6 6.7 7.9
2010 Goal 5.0

* Rates based on race/ethnicity categories employed in 1990 census.
“--- Numerator less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.
* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.
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TABLE 2.24: PERCENT OF MOTHERS UNDER AGE TWENTY BY RACE/ETHNICITY*, 2003

Percent?

Rank City* NH White NH Black Hispanic Total
1 Baltimore, MD 8.9 23.1 13.8 18.3
2 Cleveland, OH 11.2 21.7 19.9 17.8
2 Memphis, TN 8.2 21.4 15.3 17.8
4 St. Louis, MO 7.0 24.2 13.3 17.7
5 Detroit, Ml 12.8 18.6 14.3 17.6
6 New Orleans, LA 2.7 21.5 --- 17.5
7 Milwaukee, WI 6.9 24.4 18.0 17.4
8 Cincinnati, OH 8.9 24.4 15.9 16.6
92 El Paso, TX 8.4 13.5 17.0 16.1

10 Philadelphia, PA 7.5 20.1 22.1 16.0

11 Fresno, CA 7.7 22.0 17.3 15.5

12 Phoenix, AZ 8.7 21.5 18.3 15.3

12 San Antonio, TX 6.3 16.6 18.4 15.3

14 Dallas, TX 5.6 21.0 16.3 15.0

15 Fort Worth, TX 7.7 21.5 17.7 14.7

16 Oklahoma City, OK 11.7 21.2 17.6 14.6

17 Albuquerque, NM 6.3 15.7 18.7 13.9

17 Tucson, AZ 10.4 20.4 17.2 13.9

19 Tulsa, OK 8.8 15.1 17.5 13.8

20 Chicago, IL 2.8 21.6 13.8 13.6

21 Kansas City, MO 8.0 20.7 15.8 13.3

22 Indianapolis, IN 10.3 20.3 12.2 13.1

23 Houston, TX 6.1 16.3 14.9 13.0

24 Jacksonville, FL 9.2 19.1 12.1 12.7

25 Atlanta, GA 1.4 18.7 13.4 12.3

25 Denver, CO 4.3 17.0 17.4 12.3

27 Wichita, KS 10.5 18.3 15.5 12.2

28 Pittsburgh, PA 6.4 22.3 ol 11.9

29 Columbus, OH 9.6 15.8 12.7 11.7

30 Nashville-Davidson, TN 7.7 17.2 15.8 11.6

31 Sacramento, CA 6.7 17.7 14.1 11.4

31 Washington, DC --- 16.3 10.6 114

33 Las Vegas, NV 7.3 16.7 14.2 11.0

33 Miami, FL 9.6 16.5 7.3 11.0

35 Arlington, TX 8.4 12,9 14.1 10.8

35 Austin, TX 3.7 16.7 16.5 10.8

37 Mesa, AZ 7.5 13.0 15.6 10.7

38 Colorado Springs, CO 7.2 15.3 19.5 10.5

39 Long Beach, CA 4.0 12.8 12.6 10.4

40 Minneapolis, MN 3.1 16.5 13.1 10.3

41 Los Angeles, CA 2.2 13.5 12.8 10.2

41 Omaha, NB 6.4 224 13.0 10.2

43 Oakland, CA 2.8 14.1 12.9 9.8

44 Charlotte, NC 3.3 15.1 12.0 8.7

45 San Diego, CA 3.1 12.2 12.7 7.9

46 Virginia Beach, VA 6.1 134 10.5 7.8

47 Boston, MA 2.8 10.8 13.0 7.5

48 New York, NY 2.0 10.4 12.2 7.4

49 Portland, OR 5.1 16.2 12.6 7.0

50 San Jose, CA 2.5 --- 11.3 6.0

51 Honolulu, HI 3.6 --- 9.8 5.2

52 San Francisco, CA 0.8 15.0 10.1 4.3

53 Seattle, WA 1.7 10.5 11.3 3.8

/V/¥/¥7/V7/
City Average 6.4 17.7 14.6 12.2
United States, 2003 7.5 17.4 14.3 10.3

2010 Goal ---

* Rates based on race/ethnicity categories employed in 1990 census.
“--- Numerator less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.
* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.
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TABLE 2.25: PERCENT OF MOTHERS WHO SMOKE BY RACE/ETHNICITY*, 2003

Percent?

Rank City* NH White NH Black Hispanic Total
1 Philadelphia, PA --- --- s 17.7
2 Indianapolis, IN 23.2 14.5 1.2 17.6
3 Cleveland, OH 26.8 13.0 12.9 17.3
4 St. Louis, MO 17.4 16.5 --- 16.0
5 Columbus, OH 19.3 14.4 3.0 15.7
6 Cincinnati, OH 19.8 13.2 --- 15.6
7 Oklahoma City, OK 21.6 14.6 3.4 15.1
8 Wichita, KS 18.1 15.7 3.3 14.7
92 Detroit, Ml 20.0 14.5 3.6 13.8

10 Omaha, NB 15.9 15.2 3.2 13.2

11 Baltimore, MD 16.7 12,5 --- 13.1

12 Kansas City, MO 15.9 13.4 3.9 13.0

13 Milwaukee, WI 13.6 15.6 5.1 12.4

14 Portland, OR 12.7 19.3 3.8 11.1

14 Tucson, AZ 14.2 10.4 --- 11.1

16 Albuquerque, NM 14.3 17.4 9.4 11.0

17 Jacksonville, FL 144 4.6 4.5 9.6

18 Colorado Springs, CO 10.9 10.1 5.9 9.5

19 Nashville-Davidson, TN 12.7 8.6 --- 9.2

20 Las Vegas, NV 13.5 13.2 2.0 8.3

21 Denver, CO 8.7 11.7 5.3 7.0

22 Memphis, TN 13.4 5.9 --- 6.9

23 Mesa, AZ 9.6 --- 2.6 6.6

24 Virginia Beach, VA 8.0 4.1 --- 6.5

25 Charlotte, NC 7.1 8.6 --- 6.2

25 Chicago, IL 5.1 129 1.3 6.2

25 Minneapolis, MN 5.1 9.3 --- 6.2

28 Phoenix, AZ 13.2 10.3 2.1 5.8

29 Arlington, TX 10.6 4.3 1.5 5.6

30 Tulsa, OK 8.1 8.7 2.2 4.9

31 Fort Worth, TX 8.4 4.6 1.6 4.4

32 Honolulu, HI 3.9 --- 7.8 4.1

33 Boston, MA 4.6 5.2 2.2 4.0

34 Washington, DC --- 5.9 --- 3.7

35 Austin, TX 5.7 7.4 1.7 3.6

36 San Antonio, TX 6.3 5.5 2.0 3.2

37 Atlanta, GA 2.3 4.7 --- 3.0

38 Dallas, TX 7.2 4.2 0.8 2.8

39 New Orleans, LA 5.3 2.0 --- 2.5

40 Houston, TX 6.2 3.9 0.7 2.3

41 El Paso, TX 6.4 --- 14 1.9

41 New York, NY 1.7 3.1 1.6 1.9

43 Miami, FL 2.1 0.7 0.6 0.7

--- Fresno, CA --- --- --- ---

e Long Beach, CA s --- s ---

--- Los Angeles, CA --- --- --- ---

--- Oakland, CA --- --- --- ---

--- Pittsburgh, PA --- --- --- ---

--- Sacramento, CA --- --- --- ---

--- San Diego, CA --- --- --- ---

--- San Francisco, CA --- --- --- ---

--- San Jose, CA --- --- --- ---

e Seattle, WA s --- s ---

"/¥/¥/¥V7V//
City Average 11.5 9.7 3.4 8.5
United States, 2003 14.3 8.3 2.7 10.7
2010 Goal 1.0

* Percent based on race/ethnicity categories employed in 1990 census.
“---" Numerator less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.
* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.
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Section 3







TABLE 3.1: HIV (NoT AIDS) PREVALENCE RATE, 1998 - 2005

Annual Ratet Percent Change

City* 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 1998-2005
Albuquerque, NM 723 73.5 74.2 71.9 72.0 72.8 74.2 75.1 3.8
Arlington, TX
Atlanta, GA --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
Austin, TX --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
Baltimore, MD 733.4 852.5 967.1 1,056.0 1,1314 1,183.0 1,253.5 1,343.3 83.2
Boston, MA 176.7 200.3 225.9 250.9 277.9 300.9 326.9 353.9 100.3
Charlotte, NC 288.8 299.5 307.3 326.4 343.0 362.8 385.0 403.1 39.6
Chicago, IL --- 109.4 144.8 184.9 226.6 264.1 305.0 342.6 ---
Cincinnati, OH 195.1 212.0 218.5 233.6 240.0 249.0 256.3 269.0 379
Cleveland, OH 139.9 152.8 160.1 175.2 180.0 190.2 201.9 213.6 52.7
Colorado Springs, CO --- --- --- --- --- --- 68.5 71.8
Columbus, OH 118.0 125.1 132.4 142.4 154.5 165.2 177.8 192.3 62.9
Dallas, TX --- 60.9 1134 166.2 233.2 283.4 341.2 402.1 ---
Denver, CO 429.0 437.9 446.1 461.6 481.9 500.9 517.3 535.3 248
Detroit, MI --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---

El Paso, TX --- 6.5 5.7 11.9 12.2 9.6 9.6 9.8 ---

Fort Worth, TX --- 40.0 82.7 108.3 143.3 193.6 224.1 261.3 ---
Fresno, CA 43.1 46.5 48.8 544 63.2 72.9 79.1 84.4 96.1
Honolulu, HI --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
Houston, TX --- 240.6 264.6 289.4 314.3 326.7 335.0 346.3 ---
Indianapolis, IN 125.9 128.1 134.1 139.6 142.3 147.7 155.2 159.7 26.8
Jacksonville, FL 25.0 42.1 65.3 94.1 121.3 150.2 179.4 203.9 716.4
Kansas City, MO 415.0 429.7 439.4 455.7 475.8 495.8 517.5 538.3 29.7

Las Viegas, NV =
Long Beach, CA --- --- --- --- 57.2 121.3 58.9 47.9 --- o
Los Angeles, CA --- --- --- --- --- --- --- 250.7 g
Memphis, TN 180.5 207.5 233.8 262.7 296.6 327.9 361.6 402.1 122.7 b
Mesa, AZ --- --- --- --- --- --- 447.6 482.6 --- 3
Miami, FL 422.4 701.7 956.2 1,234.3 1,554.6 1,840.7 2,134.8 2,407.4 470.0 8
Milwaukee, WI 188.1 191.9 198.0 199.3 206.5 208.6 213.4 218.3 16.0 E
Minneapolis, MN 281.9 299.7 312.6 327.2 339.5 348.1 326.4 326.7 15.9 ;_”
Nashville-Davidson, TN 177.3 191.6 205.7 222.8 240.6 259.9 277.4 296.9 67.5

New Orleans, LA 463.3 488.2 509.6 521.0 530.7 537.7 552.1 412.6 -10.9

New York, NY --- --- 373.7 416.2 4383 439.0 439.7 440.8 ---
Oakland, CA --- --- --- --- --- --- 255.3 253.3
Oklahoma City, OK 79.6 89.3 96.2 103.5 113.4 122.5 129.4 140.7 76.7
Omaha, NB 433 50.9 57.4 69.7 75.9 80.3 86.7 97.4 125.1
Philadelphia, PA --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
Phoenix, AZ --- --- --- --- --- --- 185.8 195.6
Pittsburgh, PA
Portland, OR 113.7 117.1 120.7 127.9 135.1 142.0 144.1 150.6 324
Sacramento, CA --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---

San Antonio, TX --- 37.6 45.3 58.6 71.4 85.7 103.4 123.5 ---

San Diego, CA --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---

San Francisco, CA --- --- --- --- 641.5 697.3 749.7 792.2 ---

San Jose, CA --- --- --- --- 33.9 54.6 61.5 76.8 ---
Seattle, WA 272.9 292.6 314.5 332.6 349.9 361.4 379.0 389.8 42.8

St. Louis, MO --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
Tucson, AZ --- --- --- --- --- --- 195.4 194.2
Tulsa, OK --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
Virginia Beach, VA 71.8 79.1 85.4 91.2 99.9 105.8 114.5 124.4 734
Washington, DC --- --- --- --- --- --- 2,410.4 2,951.6 ---
Wichita, KS --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---

T People living with HIV (not AIDS) at the end of respective year, crude rate per 100,000 population. Population figures for 2000-2005 rates were calculated using 2000 U.S. Census figures, 1998-1999 rates were obtained by
geometric interpolation using 1990 and 2000 census data.

* County data were used instead of city-level data for the following: Albuquerque, Atlanta, Colorado Springs, Fresno, Honolulu, Indianapolis, Portland, Sacramento, San Diego, and Wichita.

“---" Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.
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TABLE 3.2: AIDS PREVALENCE RATE, 1998 - 2005

Annual Ratet Percent Change
City* 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 1998-2005
Albuquerque, NM 80.1 84.2 86.8 92.9 95.2 100.8 107.2 112.1 39.9
Arlington, TX
Atlanta, GA 965.4 1011.1 1,062.0 1,124.2 1,191.2 1,255.8 1,319.2 1,346.5 39.5
Austin, TX --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
Baltimore, MD 655.3 717.7 764.6 812.4 848.3 883.2 931.4 978.6 49.3
Boston, MA 328.5 349.8 370.0 383.3 399.7 415.9 429.9 442.8 34.8
Charlotte, NC 89.4 924.1 96.7 111.3 131.1 153.8 166.4 184.3 106.1
Chicago, IL 210.4 226.3 244.5 262.9 283.7 302.6 321.3 345.0 64.0
Cincinnati, OH 155.0 164.7 173.0 182.6 195.9 212.2 221.9 240.3 55.0
Cleveland, OH 179.7 195.5 212.6 225.8 243.9 266.1 282.6 302.0 68.1
Colorado Springs, CO --- --- --- --- --- --- 44.3 47.2 ---
Columbus, OH 65.0 69.9 75.5 83.3 90.4 103.3 113.8 124.2 91.2
Dallas, TX 287.5 317.4 344.5 386.2 425.1 470.1 518.4 563.4 95.9
Denver, CO 456.6 479.0 502.9 526.7 553.2 578.8 602.2 629.8 379
Detroit, Ml 171.8 185.6 201.8 210.5 222.4 2384 253.7 270.4 57.3
El Paso, TX 16.1 10.2 2.9 154 9.2 13.5 10.1 8.9 -44.9
Fort Worth, TX 352.2 366.7 388.1 406.8 429.2 456.3 470.0 485.5 37.8
Fresno, CA 51.2 55.5 57.4 62.3 69.7 73.6 75.1 78.7 53.6
Honolulu, HI 40.1 45.8 51.2 57.4 65.9 73.7 80.5 85.1 112.4
Houston, TX 319.6 332.7 346.2 365.8 394.4 420.9 449.4 477.6 49.4
Indianapolis, IN 109.7 120.3 129.8 140.2 152.9 166.8 178.7 220.2 100.7
Jacksonville, FL 226.7 251.1 271.2 289.4 304.2 317.3 326.7 330.6 45.8
Kansas City, MO 227.1 239.5 242.6 252.7 263.8 275.8 284.5 291.0 28.2
Las Viegas, NV =
Long Beach, CA 28.0 334 33.6 334 77.6 80.2 449 29.5 5.2 o
Los Angeles, CA 211.1 226.4 241.0 254.9 270.5 283.5 291.3 300.6 424 g
Memphis, TN 263.1 274.9 291.6 302.6 308.4 313.8 315.5 311.6 18.5 b
Mesa, AZ --- --- --- --- --- --- 426.6 481.4 --- 3
Miami, FL 2361.5 2617.3 2,813.2 2,965.5 3,119.2 3,209.4 3,283.0 3,3534 42.0 8
Milwaukee, WI 155.0 164.7 175.0 185.8 194.0 203.9 214.1 221.1 42.6 E:
Minneapolis, MN 195.8 204.0 213.8 220.3 225.0 237.6 243.1 250.9 28.1 ;_”
Nashville-Davidson, TN 256.8 264.5 275.8 275.3 280.2 284.3 283.7 288.3 12.3
New Orleans, LA 370.7 402.6 431.8 463.4 498.5 522.8 563.7 394.5 6.4
New York, NY 529.3 556.8 598.2 635.5 662.2 697.2 721.8 748.4 414
Oakland, CA 514.2 491.2 473.6 456.6 444.6 432.6 420.3 408.5 -20.5
Oklahoma City, OK 61.3 67.7 75.9 88.9 100.6 111.2 119.7 128.2 109.1
Omaha, NB 60.8 66.0 72.0 77.7 85.6 95.9 103.8 109.2 79.6
Philadelphia, PA 358.3 415.0 454.0 488.6 523.4 563.1 598.0 630.2 75.9
Phoenix, AZ --- --- --- --- --- --- 148.6 167.2 ---
Pittsburgh, PA
Portland, OR 168.2 176.4 184.4 192.9 201.5 210.3 223.0 234.4 39.3
Sacramento, CA 87.3 91.0 94.9 100.4 105.7 111.2 116.2 121.0 38.7
San Antonio, TX 158.4 165.5 168.6 178.4 184.7 189.5 195.3 196.7 24.2
San Diego, CA 143.6 151.3 159.2 168.2 178.9 190.0 200.1 210.1 46.3
San Francisco, CA 967.3 989.5 1,008.6 1,032.1 1,054.0 1,083.3 1,101.7 1,123.0 16.1
San Jose, CA 62.2 71.0 77.0 83.7 95.1 104.0 106.6 114.3 83.8
Seattle, WA 3324 347.9 370.1 388.2 406.1 425.1 443.0 461.0 38.7
St. Louis, MO --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
Tucson, AZ --- --- --- --- --- --- 173.0 184.1 ---
Tulsa, OK --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
Virginia Beach, VA 46.3 544 59.7 69.4 79.5 83.2 89.8 96.9 109.2
Washington, DC 926.4 1056.7 1,220.5 1,378.7 1,542.5 1,709.4 1,887.7 2,015.2 117.5
Wichita, KS --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---

T People living with AIDS at the end of respective year, crude rate per 100,000 population. Population figures for 2000-2005 rates were calculated using 2000 U.S. Census figures, 1998-1999 rates were obtained by geometric
interpolation using 1990 and 2000 census data.

* County data were used instead of city-level data for the following: Albuquerque, Atlanta, Colorado Springs, Fresno, Honolulu, Indianapolis, Portland, Sacramento, San Diego, and Wichita.

“---" Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.
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TABLE 3.3: AIDS INCIDENCE RATE, 1998 - 2005

Annual Ratet Percent Change
City* 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 1998-2005
Albuquerque, NM 9.6 8.8 7.9 10.1 7.9 10.8 9.2 8.1 -16.0
Arlington, TX
Atlanta, GA 141.0 122.5 118.1 120.5 111.7 114.1 110.5 72.8 -48.4
Austin, TX --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
Baltimore, MD 124.6 125.8 106.0 122.6 111.5 1124 108.0 94.4 -24.2
Boston, MA 49.9 37.0 36.3 30.0 314 29.2 25.5 24.1 -51.7
Charlotte, NC 23.1 17.8 15.3 23.5 33.3 36.2 25.1 27.0 17.1
Chicago, IL 30.2 32.3 344 338 37.1 33.0 27.8 304 0.6
Cincinnati, OH 16.0 20.4 16.9 17.8 20.2 20.2 154 22.0 374
Cleveland, OH 18.9 20.8 19.6 15.5 16.9 15.5 9.0 9.8 -47.9
Colorado Springs, CO --- --- --- --- --- --- --- 3.9 ---
Columbus, OH 11.0 11.8 9.7 134 12.1 18.6 15.3 119 9.1
Dallas, TX 46.9 43.6 40.0 50.7 47.2 51.2 53.8 48.0 2.2
Denver, CO 30.3 30.7 314 27.2 28.3 27.6 25.4 30.3 0.0
Detroit, Ml 32.7 30.7 33.5 25.6 27.2 28.0 26.6 29.3 -10.3
El Paso, TX 21.2 14.5 12.8 19.3 11.5 16.9 119 10.6 -49.7
Fort Worth, TX 27.2 21.0 28.2 18.7 22.4 27.1 13.7 15.5 -42.9
Fresno, CA 9.5 8.7 7.0 7.9 8.4 6.3 3.8 6.0 -36.6
Honolulu, HI 15.6 13.2 13.8 12.0 11.0 7.9 7.1 5.3 -66.2
Houston, TX 41.8 37.8 39.8 39.1 43.0 41.1 43.7 40.3 -3.5
Indianapolis, IN 16.3 17.7 15.2 17.2 20.0 18.8 17.7 16.7 2.8
Jacksonville, FL 30.3 36.6 32.1 32.4 30.2 31.9 38.1 36.3 19.8
Kansas City, MO 184 23.6 16.5 18.6 16.3 174 17.0 14.3 -22.6
Las Viegas, NV =
Long Beach, CA 43.0 47.4 48.3 42.7 48.5 44.0 47.5 40.3 -6.3 =
Los Angeles, CA 28.9 27.6 25.8 24.4 25.0 21.9 15.6 15.0 -48.0 g
Memphis, TN 48.4 39.2 38.9 39.5 49.4 39.1 38.9 51.1 5.6 b
Mesa, AZ 7.3 6.5 5.8 6.3 5.8 7.6 7.3 6.8 -6.8 3
Miami, FL 396.9 320.6 331.3 318.6 281.1 283.1 354.5 301.5 -24.0 8
Milwaukee, WI 11.6 10.0 12.6 114 10.6 7.9 8.9 6.2 -46.7 E:
Minneapolis, MN 129 18.9 19.9 13.9 18.3 14.9 20.9 13.1 0.9 ;_”
Nashville-Davidson, TN 28.3 28.0 28.6 24.6 29.8 34.7 304 31.6 11.7
New Orleans, LA 64.2 59.6 57.6 60.7 59.6 55.5 54.9 39.8 -38.0
New York, NY 71.7 67.6 80.2 69.1 57.9 65.6 53.8 51.1 -28.7
Oakland, CA 39.4 35.1 34.3 34.0 34.8 34.3 25.5 21.3 -46.0
Oklahoma City, OK 13.2 11.0 124 16.4 13.6 12.1 2.9 9.7 -26.7
Omaha, NB 8.5 9.7 11.3 10.5 11.8 10.8 10.3 11.0 29.8
Philadelphia, PA 58.5 81.0 62.8 59.0 60.6 56.4 52.7 43.7 -25.3
Phoenix, AZ 17.6 14.8 14.1 144 16.4 14.3 15.7 154 -12.7
Pittsburgh, PA
Portland, OR 13.5 12.4 115 7.9 8.0 7.7 7.9 6.8 -49.5
Sacramento, CA 114 11.0 9.6 9.4 8.5 8.3 7.4 6.5 -43.3
San Antonio, TX 10.2 18.0 13.1 18.0 14.6 14.6 16.6 15.8 55.0
San Diego, CA 18.2 16.0 16.2 15.5 16.0 15.3 14.6 13.7 -24.5
San Francisco, CA 90.5 75.3 70.7 64.5 62.7 67.6 57.0 52.5 -42.0
San Jose, CA 9.3 10.0 7.5 6.8 9.2 8.0 3.9 4.2 -54.4
Seattle, WA 36.1 28.3 40.3 31.6 32.8 36.0 30.7 29.5 -18.3
St. Louis, MO --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
Tucson, AZ 19.6 16.3 154 16.4 15.0 18.5 13.1 13.6 -31.0
Tulsa, OK --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
Virginia Beach, VA 9.4 11.6 9.2 9.6 7.8 5.9 8.0 --- ---
Washington, DC 202.6 158.4 146.7 149.6 195.3 172.2 159.2 133.2 -34.2
Wichita, KS --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---

T AIDS cases diagnosed in 2005, crude rate per 100,000 population. Population figures for 2000-2005 rates were calculated using 2000 U.S. Census figures, 1998-1999 rates were obtained by geometric interpolation using
1990 and 2000 census data.

* County data were used instead of city-level data for the following: Albuquerque, Atlanta, Colorado Springs, Fresno, Honolulu, Indianapolis, Portland, Sacramento, San Diego, and Wichita.

“---" Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.
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TABLE 3.4: PRIMARY AND SECONDARY SYPHILIS INCIDENCE RATE, 1998 - 2005

Annual Ratet Percent Change
City* 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 1998-2005
Albuquerque, NM --- --- --- --- 3.8 6.3 7.4 5.0
Arlington, TX --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
Atlanta, GA 23.0 26.6 26.7 25.1 31.7 37.6 37.6 38.0
Austin, TX --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
Baltimore, MD 69.7 38.0 33.6 24.7 18.7 24.0 323 29.9
Boston, MA 4.3 --- 3.6 --- 8.0 10.2 8.8 10.9
Charlotte, NC --- --- 7.2 5.7 44 --- 8.5 14.6
Chicago, IL 10.8 9.8 10.1 10.9 12.2 9.2 10.3 14.4
Cincinnati, OH --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
Cleveland, OH 5.2 --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
Colorado Springs, CO --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
Columbus, OH 8.5 5.7 5.8 8.2 12.8 15.0 12.9 13.5
Dallas, TX 2.3 2.8 6.5 8.2 11.8 10.3 11.2 10.9
Denver, CO --- --- --- --- 2.0 6.5 8.3 6.3
Detroit, MI --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
El Paso, TX --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
Fort Worth, TX --- --- --- 3.9 12.0 9.7 6.7 10.8
Fresno, CA 4.8 --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
Honolulu, HI --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
Houston, TX 4.7 3.5 3.7 4.7 5.5 9.0 9.9 11.8
Indianapolis, IN 34 47.3 349 15.0 4.3 2.8 34 3.6
Jacksonville, FL --- --- 3.3 5.2 --- 2.9 9.5 6.7
Kansas City, MO --- --- --- --- --- --- 5.2 13.8
Las Vegas, NV --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- g
Long Beach, CA --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- =
Los Angeles, CA 1.9 1.3 24 3.3 6.3 8.1 7.7 10.9 g
Memphis, TN 39.8 394 36.8 30.8 13.2 11.5 12.5 19.5 S
Mesa, AZ --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- 3
Miami, FL 8.6 22.7 34.8 51.0 63.7 53.5 58.8 46.3 8
Milwaukee, WI 9.5 5.5 7.2 --- --- --- --- --- E:
Minneapolis, MN --- --- --- 6.0 2.1 5.5 --- 11.0 ;_J
Nashville-Davidson, TN 38.1 44.6 35.1 13.3 4.6 3.7 . 4.2
New Orleans, LA --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
New York, NY 1.0 1.6 1.5 3.5 5.4 6.6 7.8 7.7
Oakland, CA --- --- --- --- 6.0 --- 7.0 5.8
Oklahoma City, OK 13.0 20.4 13.8 6.7 10.1 9.5 --- 4.1
Omaha, NB --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
Philadelphia, PA 5.8 4.5 4.4 5.0 4.7 6.5 4.7 5.7
Phoenix, AZ 12.5 12.9 10.4 2.8 8.3 7.8 4.9 5.9
Pittshburgh, PA --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
Portland, OR --- --- --- --- 3.2 48 --- 41
Sacramento, CA --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
San Antonio, TX 2.3 2.7 5.8 6.2 3.8 4.5 9.4 10.7
San Diego, CA 0.8 0.9 1.0 1.0 1.4 3.9 4.8 6.9
San Francisco, CA 3.4 3.8 6.8 17.6 40.7 43.1 449 32.1
San Jose, CA --- --- --- --- --- 3.7 42 46
Seattle, WA --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
St. Louis, MO --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
Tucson, AZ --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
Tulsa, OK --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
Virginia Beach, VA --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
Washington, DC 14.0 7.8 6.5 7.3 10.1 8.4 12.1 19.9
Wichita, KS --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---

T Crude rate per 100,000 population by year of report. Population figures for 2000-2005 rates were calculated using 2000 U.S. Census figures, 1998-1999 rates were obtained by geometric interpolation using 1990 and 2000
census data.

* County data were used instead of city-level data for the following: Albuquerque, Atlanta, Colorado Springs, Fresno, Honolulu, Indianapoilis, Portland, Sacramento, San Diego, and Wichita.

“---" Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.
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TaBLE 3.5: CHLAMYDIA INCIDENCE RATE, 1998 - 2005

Annual Ratet Percent Change
City* 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 1998-2005
Albuquerque, NM --- 301.7 399.5 539.3 609.3 595.5 792.0 662.1
Arlington, TX
Atlanta, GA 677.8 687.2 709.1 718.6 746.6 713.6 679.0 464.1
Austin, TX --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
Baltimore, MD 853.2 803.1 828.8 822.8 957.5 998.8 1,023.0 979.8
Boston, MA 428.0 433.9 502.4 478.0 519.4 568.5 626.5 641.4
Charlotte, NC --- --- 358.3 366.3 523.8 557.7 584.7 591.7
Chicago, IL 593.0 628.6 683.4 774.2 852.0 810.3 747.6 789.2
Cincinnati, OH 1283.2 929.4 1,364.7 1,403.0 1,342.3 1,296.2 1,386.7 1,386.7
Cleveland, OH 761.2 738.8 876.7 979.5 1,050.6 1,140.9 1,023.4 972.6
Colorado Springs, CO 322.8 365.0 378.2 404.3 397.0 374.1 433.3 464.3
Columbus, OH 555.7 572.6 630.8 666.2 664.7 576.4 554.2 589.2
Dallas, TX 551.1 563.9 578.1 602.0 541.0 516.8 436.1 444.3
Denver, CO 633.1 659.1 656.6 886.5 958.3 778.2 832.6 889.2
Detroit, Ml --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
El Paso, TX 298.7 313.2 364.2 373.5 368.8 375.4 394.2 414.1
Fort Worth, TX 567.9 493.8 552.1 530.4 481.2 571.9 555.6 585.6
Fresno, CA 396.3 438.8 463.2 527.4 603.6 592.3 608.8 607.5
Honolulu, HI --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
Houston, TX 576.8 495.6 580.7 502.2 516.8 475.8 510.2 481.6
Indianapolis, IN 693.3 618.9 695.0 791.9 810.4 752.5 720.0 840.0
Jacksonville, FL 268.3 3734 475.9 482.7 533.7 620.7 597.6 628.7
Kansas City, MO 617.2 699.7 754.2 526.6 658.4 842.5 993.1 959.8
Las Viegas, NV S
Long Beach, CA -
Los Angeles, CA 215.0 267.7 287.2 304.2 350.5 378.6 375.2 382.9 g
Memphis, TN 155.3 230.4 302.1 631.0 641.9 765.0 959.1 1,040.9 b
Mesa, AZ 218.7 218.7 231.6 272.5 277.3 263.1 257.1 394.6 3
Miami, FL 964.3 1105.1 836.5 1,048.4 1,299.7 1,222.4 1,360.9 1,073.7 8
Milwaukee, WI 1283.6 1388.0 1,164.5 1,401.6 1,447.5 1,399.6 1,485.7 1,565.9 E:
Minneapolis, MN 654.0 652.1 665.7 655.0 706.2 703.6 654.4 669.6 ;_”
Nashville-Davidson, TN 359.1 392.7 421.7 366.0 378.5 465.5 467.5 494.7
New Orleans, LA --- --- --- --- --- --- - ---
New York, NY 328.0 3374 326.8 370.2 415.5 434.3 426.9 489.7
Oakland, CA 455.9 499.2 643.6 675.1 552.5 604.3 614.5 604.8
Oklahoma City, OK 369.2 390.0 415.5 495.7 517.7 470.0 524.6 517.1
Omaha, NB 381.6 479.9 496.7 438.2 589.2 630.8 707.4 711.0
Philadelphia, PA 766.3 826.2 891.8 891.0 1,001.9 1,170.6 1,100.5 1,027.3
Phoenix, AZ 356.8 375.6 362.7 397.7 427.6 368.5 502.4 509.4
Pittsburgh, PA
Portland, OR 329.8 309.9 349.1 356.6 348.5 353.2 397.1 434.4
Sacramento, CA 338.0 367.1 380.0 362.4 385.5 433.0 509.0 569.1
San Antonio, TX 522.0 490.9 493.3 481.3 482.9 540.3 583.2 618.7
San Diego, CA 255.0 272.5 306.9 325.8 363.4 364.2 384.6 391.0
San Francisco, CA 337.8 3524 398.5 386.1 428.5 431.3 471.7 477.4
San Jose, CA 132.6 343.0 276.4 239.8 246.0 242.8 334.1 343.5
Seattle, WA --- --—- --- --- --—- --—- --- --—-
St. Louis, MO --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
Tucson, AZ --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
Tulsa, OK --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
Virginia Beach, VA 159.3 1445 158.5 254.9 266.0 309.9 308.0 373.9
Washington, DC 550.4 473.0 558.2 576.2 582.3 547.5 612.5 643.3
Wichita, KS 319.3 356.7 3374 341.6 372.1 419.5 416.7 424.6

T Crude rate per 100,000 population by year of report. Population figures for 2000-2005 rates were calculated using 2000 U.S. Census figures, 1998-1999 rates were obtained by geometric interpolation using 1990 and 2000
census data.

* County data were used instead of city-level data for the following: Albuquerque, Atlanta, Colorado Springs, Fresno, Honolulu, Indianapoilis, Portland, Sacramento, San Diego, and Wichita.

“---" Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.
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TaABLE 3.6: GONORRHEA RATE, 1998 - 2005

Annual Ratet Percent Change
City* 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 1998-2005
Albuquerque, NM --- 84.4 122.7 115.9 145.7 112.6 111.6 118.6
Arlington, TX
Atlanta, GA 722.0 7449 1,255.4 504.3 504.3 463.2 353.3 318.1
Austin, TX --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
Baltimore, MD 1050.6 930.4 848.3 765.6 743.1 612.6 608.0 534.0
Boston, MA 168.1 143.4 192.1 222.5 223.2 188.6 164.1 143.8
Charlotte, NC --- --- 343.5 388.3 404.6 402.3 367.2 367.6
Chicago, IL 492.7 525.1 513.5 494.7 477.0 418.5 378.6 341.5
Cincinnati, OH 1014.5 723.1 936.7 969.6 1,041.7 995.5 829.5 829.5
Cleveland, OH 623.4 723.2 770.7 799.1 866.6 810.0 673.1 683.3
Colorado Springs, CO 78.2 86.4 58.4 69.3 68.7 68.5 86.3 116.3
Columbus, OH 442.0 450.6 506.4 481.4 430.9 375.1 363.6 293.3
Dallas, TX 497.4 490.2 458.6 379.9 321.4 272.3 231.0 264.3
Denver, CO 239.1 253.4 337.9 350.3 393.6 279.3 283.4 277.3
Detroit, Ml --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
El Paso, TX 43.1 24.5 29.3 45.1 53.8 46.1 42.0 51.3
Fort Worth, TX 481.7 395.8 388.3 312.1 257.9 283.3 307.7 336.3
Fresno, CA 70.0 80.5 89.6 98.2 136.2 144.0 144.5 162.6
Honolulu, HI --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
Houston, TX 369.8 288.9 286.7 261.6 243.1 199.9 209.9 202.3
Indianapolis, IN 461.9 424.9 412.7 408.3 432.4 366.1 391.2 455.1
Jacksonville, FL 345.5 410.5 494.8 371.3 393.5 322.3 276.6 318.5
Kansas City, MO 514.4 511.5 627.8 454.8 558.7 536.1 581.4 550.6 o
Las Vegas, NV --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- o
Long Beach, CA =
Los Angeles, CA 66.5 65.6 729 77.6 80.0 86.6 101.7 109.9 g‘
Memphis, TN 399.2 439.7 470.2 551.0 513.8 416.6 438.2 449.9 (G
Mesa, AZ 67.7 57.8 59.3 60.0 53.0 66.1 55.0 81.7 s
Miami, FL 711.6 765.5 550.4 541.8 564.7 527.5 521.7 458.2 8
Milwaukee, WI 779.5 851.9 701.7 703.5 759.0 632.7 505.9 643.6 P>
Minneapolis, MN 402.4 397.7 403.5 327.0 346.0 344.2 264.0 313.9 E
Nashville-Davidson, TN 322.1 3184 421.8 285.1 247.2 261.8 214.3 195.8 >
New Orleans, LA --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
New York, NY 152.0 153.9 145.7 157.5 160.0 168.2 135.6 132.3
Oakland, CA 258.5 268.3 297.1 354.7 299.4 244.1 255.8 294.6
Oklahoma City, OK 295.1 288.1 293.2 320.5 305.1 270.5 327.0 345.0
Omaha, NB 233.1 263.6 297.2 235.6 294.1 298.5 202.3 193.3
Philadelphia, PA 475.4 508.2 537.9 529.8 478.5 377.7 342.7 333.2
Phoenix, AZ 195.7 194.5 171.5 148.4 152.6 145.6 157.8 152.5
Pittsburgh, PA
Portland, OR 81.9 82.9 103.3 112.5 84.5 82.7 109.9 134.1
Sacramento, CA 1304 102.2 106.9 95.5 117.9 142.1 159.8 186.3
San Antonio, TX 165.6 177.5 193.9 178.9 164.0 183.7 171.7 183.7
San Diego, CA 57.8 56.1 63.9 66.6 75.6 70.1 84.4 92.6
San Francisco, CA 239.7 210.2 277.8 259.8 271.3 231.1 277.2 310.7
San Jose, CA 17.6 45.1 32.6 34.2 28.3 40.7 73.0 63.9
Seattle, WA --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
St. Louis, MO --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
Tucson, AZ --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
Tulsa, OK --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
Virginia Beach, VA 104.6 105.5 102.8 1394 1404 1434 112.2 111.7
Washington, DC 779.8 614.9 473.2 504.8 469.7 433.0 451.4 375.1
Wichita, KS 169.2 175.1 153.2 189.0 190.8 195.0 159.4 144.9

T Crude rate per 100,000 population by year of report. Population figures for 2000-2005 rates were calculated using 2000 U.S. Census figures, 1998-1999 rates were obtained by geometric interpolation using 1990 and 2000
census data.

* County data were used instead of city-level data for the following: Albuquerque, Atlanta, Colorado Springs, Fresno, Honolulu, Indianapoilis, Portland, Sacramento, San Diego, and Wichita.

“---" Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.
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TaBLE 3.7: TUBERCULOSIS INCIDENCE RATE, 1998 - 2005

Annual Ratet Percent Change
City* 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 1998-2005
Albuquerque, NM --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
Arlington, TX
Atlanta, GA 16.5 18.1 20.3 14.1 14.1 14.7 14.2 10.7
Austin, TX
Baltimore, MD --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
Boston, MA 15.2 13.1 13.9 12.7 114 10.9 11.9 9.7
Charlotte, NC 10.8 13.9 11.8 7.2 8.1 8.3 8.7 8.5
Chicago, IL 16.3 16.1 13.7 13.0 13.2 117 10.6 114
Cincinnati, OH 6.0 6.6 6.6 6.0
Cleveland, OH 9.1 14.8 13.6 9.2 8.8 7.3 5.4 9.2
Colorado Springs, CO --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
Columbus, OH 5.8 7.4 10.0 9.0 7.3 6.9 6.9 10.5
Dallas, TX 17.7 14.2 11.9 16.1 14.5 15.3 15.6 12.4
Denver, CO 6.4 7.5 7.8 9.2 7.0 6.9 9.2 7.9
Detroit, Ml --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
El Paso, TX
Fort Worth, TX 16.9 14.5 12.2 14.0 13.8 13.5 12.5 15.1
Fresno, CA 14.8 12.7 114 12.1 12.4 14.4 12.8 8.6
Honolulu, HI
Houston, TX 16.7 17.2 14.1 14.7 14.9 15.6 15.8 12.4
Indianapolis, IN 4.7 3.7 5.1 5.0 4.2 7.0 5.5 5.2
Jacksonville, FL 14.7 13.1 14.7 12.6 9.9 9.5 11.0 11.0
Kansas City, MO 9.1 9.5 9.5 7.2 6.3 5.9 4.8 5.4
Las Vegas, NV =i
Long Beach, CA --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- E
Los Angeles, CA 14.6 13.6 117 11.2 10.4 10.0 10.2 9.3 2
Memphis, TN 16.9 14.4 11.2 114 11.2 117 117 12.8 =
Mesa, AZ 5.0 =
Miami, FL 79.4 75.7 77.0 79.2 71.2 65.9 74.8 63.2 N
Milwaukee, W1 6.3 7.8 6.2 47 5.9 34 45 3.7 =
Minneapolis, MN 16.6 22.3 20.9 26.4 21.2 20.4 16.5 14.1 =
Nashville-Davidson, TN 13.4 10.7 14.2 11.8 11.6 10.9 9.5 11.6
New Orleans, LA --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
New York, NY 19.8 18.4 16.6 15.7 13.5 14.2 12.8 12.3
Oakland, CA 25.2 28.8 25.0 17.8 24.5 15.8 13.3 11.3
Oklahoma City, OK 10.2 12.0 10.1 9.5 10.3 8.5 8.7 6.5
Omaha, NB 6.9 6.7 6.4
Philadelphia, PA 11.6 12.1 11.1 9.5 9.7 7.9 8.5 7.6
Phoenix, AZ 7.5 7.6 7.9 7.6 8.1 10.0 7.9 7.6
Pittsburgh, PA
Portland, OR 11.2 8.4 6.2 6.4 6.5 5.3 7.1 6.1
Sacramento, CA 9.0 8.6 10.8 9.0 9.1 12.3 13.1 10.6
San Antonio, TX 8.0 8.0 7.3 6.6 6.1 4.5 9.7 6.4
San Diego, CA 12.4 10.8 10.5 11.8 11.6 11.2 114 10.8
San Francisco, CA 27.1 30.5 24.5 23.4 18.8 20.9 17.4 17.0
San JOSG, CA - - - - - - - -
Seattle, WA 10.2 10.1 10.8 14.0 15.8 11.9 10.8
St. Louis, MO --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
Tucson, AZ --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
Tulsa, OK
Virginia Beach, VA
Washington, DC --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
Wichita, KS 5.0 6.7 5.7 7.3 6.2 6.2 --- 4.4

T Crude rate per 100,000 population by year of report. Population figures for 2000-2005 rates were calculated using 2000 U.S. Census figures, 1998-1999 rates were obtained by geometric interpolation using 1990 and 2000
census data.

* County data were used instead of city-level data for the following: Albuquerque, Atlanta, Colorado Springs, Fresno, Honolulu, Indianapoilis, Portland, Sacramento, San Diego, and Wichita.

“---" Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.
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TABLE 3.8: OVERALL MORTALITY RATE, 1990 - 2004

Annual Rate® Percent Change
City* 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 1990-2004
Albuquerque, NM 9429 9720 9428 9914 996.8 1,016.1 976.8 9389 9122 919.0 880.0 947.1 957.6 979.5 976.2 3.5
Arlington, TX 961.0 9782 9064 954.1 931.0 9265 9220 900.3 8784 8829 8848 8955 959.1 903.7 1,004.5 4.5
Atlanta, GA 1,379.0 1,379.0 1,367.4 1439.1 1,392.1 1,402.0 1,331.7 1,273.9 1,254.1 1,226.9 1,229.2 1,175.6 1,088.0 1,017.1 974.3 -29.3
Austin, TX 8786 8762 8820 9287 901.6 8864 824.0 8469 8155 8448 838.6 8326 838.0 8403 826.5 -5.9
Baltimore, MD 1,339.1 1,312.2 1,333.6 1,398.2 1,403.2 1,408.3 1,392.6 1,328.3 1,300.4 1,360.8 1,305.8 1,260.6 1,223.6 1,222.1 1,139.6 -14.9
Boston, MA 1,061.2 1,008.9 1,025.0 1,0574 9771 977.7 929.6 9040 8959 8915 889.8 8985 8734 8579 8209 -22.6
Charlotte, NC 1,002.1 1,018.5 1,001.3 1,0345 1,007.0 1,052.0 1,030.0 981.1 975.6 980.3 9949 950.0 990.9 1,001.6 973.0 -2.9
Chicago, IL 1,154.7 1,155.2 1,123.2 1,163.5 1,129.7 1,147.0 1,071.6 1,019.6 1,001.1 1,0345 983.7 966.1 949.5 9185 868.1 -24.8
Cincinnati, OH 1,098.2 1,112.1 1,108.7 1,157.5 1,097.8 1,1719 1,116.2 1,123.4 1,0845 1,129.4 1,108.2 1,106.6 1,106.4 1,028.2 1,072.9 -2.3
Cleveland, OH 1,270.7 1,243.3 1,206.2 1,265.2 1,271.4 1,268.4 1,207.8 1,2055 1,165.7 1,178.9 1,1949 1,139.3 1,130.3 1,081.3 1,131.0 -11.0
Colorado Springs, CO 920.9 9543 8577 8835 877.6 8946 889.4 9145 8647 870.7 863.2 886.2 9164 979.5 911.7 -1.0
Columbus, OH 1,062.1 1,055.5 1,036.1 1,001.3 1,052.5 1,079.7 1,111.3 1,091.0 1,126.5 1,095.6 1,006.1 1,006.4 1,017.4 1,081.1 1,051.0 -1.0
Dallas, TX 1,049.7 1,037.7 1,049.9 1,070.7 1,009.3 1,0179 9780 946.2 9386 919.7 921.1 9145 9159 8845 88l.6 -16.0
Denver, CO 919.6 977.0 9563 993.5 1,002.0 990.8 983.6 933.9 939.6 9143 8845 8663 8912 858.0 8419 -8.4
Detroit, MI 1,281.4 1,273.4 1,250.2 1,319.0 1,308.7 1,314.0 1,240.3 1,220.3 1,230.5 1,233.9 1,2455 1,220.8 1,196.6 1,128.4 1,103.4 -13.9
El Paso, TX 8784 8921 8754 9022 880.1 863.5 861l.6 8474 8438 841.6 8166 8388 8826 899.5 8544 -2.7
Fort Worth, TX 1,072.0 1,054.3 1,059.4 1,0784 1,061.5 1,023.2 1,039.8 1,030.1 1,012.1 1,046.1 1,026.6 1,003.2 1,057.6 1,004.8 969.2 -9.6
Fresno, CA 1,177.5 1,1743 1,179.8 1,175.8 1,199.3 1,124.6 1,117.7 1,052.9 1,1324 1,0955 1,040.0 1,110.4 1,152.7 1,141.2 1,135.0 -3.6
Honolulu, HI 685.5 695.0 694.5 7177 6923 6908 700.6 675.7 627.8 654.1 632.0 6279 6413 6614  669.9 -2.3
Houston, TX 1,162.0 1,146.3 1,117.5 1,1185 1,107.7 1,0789 1,061.9 1,061.4 1,032.5 1,0145 1,003.7 1,047.3 1,045.3 1,030.7 997.9 -14.1
Indianapolis, IN 1,054.0 1,057.8 1,042.6 1,070.8 1,086.2 1,083.5 1,077.5 1,053.8 1,047.1 1,083.8 1,028.3 1,027.3 1,009.1 1,013.6 1,009.1 -4.3
Jacksonville, FL 1,050.2 1,054.1 1,013.6 1,022.3 1,0674 1,053.5 1,021.6 1,001.7 1,0174 1,030.7 1,003.4 1,032.6 1,018.0 1,027.4 1,061.2 1.0
Kansas City, MO 1,058.8 1,059.4 1,060.1 1,0904 1,050.4 1,076.5 1,035.5 1,014.7 1,040.3 1,023.2 979.8 9574 9398 929.7 912.6 -13.8
Las Vegas, NV 1,200.5 1,250.7 1,300.1 1,365.6 1,480.0 1,527.8 1,496.6 1,349.8 1,387.3 1,351.8 1,306.3 1,431.3 1,554.6 1,565.6 1,660.3 383 %
Long Beach, CA 1,052.4 1,037.4 1,051.2 1,0404 1,026.8 981.7 9561 9714 9241 9179 9084 931.0 8963 919.8 853.5 -18.9 =
Los Angeles, CA 1,030.9 983.0 9749 959.2 9265 875.2 8799 867.6 839.7 8359 8134 820.2 8139 8375 806.5 -21.8 g
Memphis, TN 1,211.6 1,186.7 1,168.3 1,198.5 1,227.6 1,241.2 1,228.3 1,194.6 1,187.5 1,167.9 1,188.1 1,1249 1,135.2 1,092.9 1,045.7 -13.7 S
Mesa, AZ 8619 8529 8360 9054 892.0 8778 890.5 815.6 8533 9169 8711 9023 916.0 944.1 943.1 9.4 3
Miami, FL 1,1944 1,195.6 1,201.5 1,254.6 1,198.6 1,266.4 1,213.4 1,156.5 1,267.3 1,330.3 1,257.7 1,292.8 1,244.3 1,302.8 1,288.4 7.9 g
Milwaukee, WI 1,033.9 1,026.1 996.6 1,059.6 1,040.0 1,057.2 1,020.4 1,0240 994.6 1,013.0 1,043.0 1,012.4 1,0186 971.9 9654 -6.6 E
Minneapolis, MN 969.2 1,013.4 9923 1,055.5 1,037.8 1,041.9 1,032.3 9673 981.6 9733 9280 9338 8763 8376 799.5 -17.5 g
Nashville-Davidson, TN 1,064.1 1,056.1 1,028.7 1,062.7 1,059.5 1,042.8 1,0254 1,0152 9519 965.1 9429 9573 968.0 964.4 899.7 -15.4
New Orleans, LA 1,219.8 1,244.5 1,188.4 1,239.7 1,207.4 1,2129 1,180.8 1,113.2 1,137.5 1,110.3 1,101..7 1,092.3 1,1024 1,085.2 1,095.1 -10.2
New York, NY 1,048.7 1,016.9 9905 1,017.1 9759 9657 9102 8412 8124 8277 7947 8021 7813 7712 7489 -28.6
Oakland, CA 1,071.6 1,039.3 1,044.1 1,024.0 1,0153 999.7 933.7 9350 921.0 9369 902.7 9049 8845 863.2 8228 -23.2
Oklahoma City, OK 1,001.7 983.8 995.2 1,030.2 997.2 1,026.6 1,0104 1,020.8 990.3 995.1 970.7 968.8 980.7 9849 936.2 -6.5
Omaha, NB 946.5 9414 955.0 950.5 9042 966.8 920.8 919.9 899.5 920.7 8742 8962 9086 899.7 859.5 -9.2
Philadelphia, PA 1,1784 1,170.7 1,164.3 1,206.4 1,184.0 1,173.3 1,146.9 1,131.0 1,082.8 1,098.4 1,091.2 1,065.1 1,043.2 1,030.8 1,006.1 -14.6
Phoenix, AZ 9424  939.5 967.8 1,006.6 1,0055 976.2 984.6 9427 9450 967.7 9086 890.5 886.6 855.8 852.2 -9.6
Pittsburgh, PA 1,126.1 1,092.9 1,052.3 1,1340 1,129.8 1,098.3 1,091.0 1,072.9 1,0529 1,117.1 1,052.1 1,064.0 1,009.5 1,0054 950.5 -15.6
Portland, OR 1,028.3 1,004.7 1,000.1 983.3 1,0344 9952 9825 959.6 9413 9232 9127 910.2 9264 933.1 902.7 -12.2
Sacramento, CA 1,535.8 1,524.7 1,4741 1,540.7 1,543.1 1,519.6 1,490.3 1,472.4 1,482.0 1,464.1 1,433.4 1,468.5 1,473.8 1,481.4 1,449.6 -5.6
San Antonio, TX 952.2 9369 9958 1,017.6 9995 984.0 9762 9844 949.7 9928 971.6 948.6 981.8 9858 983.5 3.3
San Diego, CA 879.5 856.3 862.1 853.4 851.9 819.5 799.2 783.8 781.4 785.1 783.6 776.2 747.9 767.2 762.0 -13.4
San Francisco, CA 1,059.0 1,078.0 1,041.5 1,020.0 996.8 979.1 919.6 8323 8064 7963 7728 7715 7469 728.1 699.3 -34.0
San Jose, CA 8946 8793 8520 8768 8393 8189 8248 792.6 7924 790.2 736.0 724.6 7217 727.2 708.9 -20.8
Seattle, WA 9125 905.0 940.2 9739 9653 9275 959.7 8703 879.7 8783 840.1 8034 7993 7735 729.5 -20.1
St. Louis, MO 1,202.4 1,233.3 1,217.0 1,230.3 1,260.7 1,245.9 1,200.5 1,161.6 1,173.8 1,205.9 1,129.4 1,130.2 1,124.3 1,082.2 1,013.2 -15.7
Tucson, AZ 970.7 907.5 878.3 9169 1,105.1 1,085.7 1,074.1 1,036.2 991.0 1,386.4 1,379.2 855.7 853.5 1,433.1 1,398.2 44.0
Tulsa, OK 984.2 1,075.1 1,122.2 1,186.8 1,006.6 979.0 9862 962.8 983.0 9855 990.8 1,585.4 1,6345 1,029.3 933.6 -5.1
Virginia Beach, VA 9509 915.1 9358 921.8 8868 909.1 894.6 870.1 846.2 870.5 8068 8444 8828 9187 888.2 -6.6
Washington, DC 1,247.2 1,215.3 1,225.2 1,246.9 1,258.0 1,206.8 1,164.6 1,082.6 1,069.1 1,077.3 1,061.2 1,051.1 1,033.9 986.0 966.4 -22.5
Wichita, KS 980.3 9942 9847 9919 969.4 1,003.9 969.7 951.8 9856 9169 957.7 946.0 997.7 9912  950.5 -3.0

+ Per 100,000 population; age-adjusted to the year 2000 standard population. Population figures for 2000-2004 rates were calculated using 2000 U.S. Census figures, denominators for 1991-1999 rates were obtained by geo-
metric interpolation using 1990 and 2000 census data. 1999-2000 death rates are based on ICD-10 codes and 1990-1998 on ICD-9. 1990-1998 rates are multiplied by their comparability ratio to adjust for differences be-
tween ICD-9 and ICD-10. "---" Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.

* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.
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TaBLE 3.9: HEART DISEASE MORTALITY RATE, 1990 - 2004

Annual Rate® Percent Change
City* 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 1990-2004
Albuquerque, NM 2814 260.5 246.3 239.5 237.0 2579 2471 237.6 2121 229.5 182.5 218.6 2141 2149 2145 -23.8
Arlington, TX 319.9 3245 3233 319.5 357.0 2945 3046 2885 2719 2755 2581 230.1 247.1 269.7  279.0 -12.8
Atlanta, GA 373.2 369.6 3568 3863 350.7 349.4 3357 3303 3394 3128 3057 289.1 265.6 2473 230.2 -38.3
Austin, TX 254.6 2499 2453 2445 233.6 2344 222.0 2284  235.1 240.2 2243 216.6 204.6 200.8 188.7 -25.9
Baltimore, MD 389.2 3783 3697 380.6 3786 3689 369.7 3583 3435 3625 3480 3423 3045 3162 287.2 -26.2
Boston, MA 307.0 282.0 2947 290.8 2445 252.0 2415 237.0 2378 2361 2154  220.1 196.2 203.6 184.6 -39.9
Charlotte, NC 3059 3103 2923 283.1 2739 2848 2839 275.1 252.2 2452  252.2 2223 2321 231.6 210.1 -31.3
Chicago, IL 389.6 3894 3749 3841 369.8 3934 3515 322.2 3164 3319 304.0 297.1 287.7 2787 2583 -33.7
Cincinnati, OH 359.1 365.1 360.2 3712 3639 3687 3327 3240 2943 296.2 292.5 285.0 279.0 2519 2488 -30.7
Cleveland, OH 440.3 4385 420.0 4453 4428 429.7 3988 4057 3994 3969 4096 390.5 380.8 357.8 3628 -17.6
Colorado Springs, CO 242.5 250.8 2288 2078 218.5 193.1 2129 2239 2011 177.6 1839 177.7 165.8  209.5 177.5 -26.8
Columbus, OH 3389 3300 337.1 319.0 3246 3177 3424 3225 327.5 310.5 267.0 268.3 261.0 259.0 2504 -26.1
Dallas, TX 341.1 3143 3314 3238 3091 3048 305.2 285.0 2847 286.0 278.0 261.0 269.1 2459 2398 -29.7
Denver, CO 2648 256.8 256.5 2419 250.6 250.8 2477 233.0 2346 2126 201.8 1911 195.8 189.4 175.4 -33.8
Detroit, MI 449.0 4322 4221 459.6 4395 4468 4128 399.8 4067 409.1 421.6 4219 4019 3841 370.0 -17.6
El Paso, TX 267.8 2710 259.2 252.7 2418 2398 2364 2325 2176 221.6 2194 2180 236.0 231.1 212.9 -20.5
Fort Worth, TX 3379 3456 3425 3314 3344 3233  320.0 313.6 290.6 3049 3125 2923 309.6 2769 270.2 -20.0
Fresno, CA 388.8 367.7 348.6 346.0 359.5 359.4 3443 299.3 3314 3369 3135 3249 3493 336.0 301.0 -22.6
Honolulu, HI 212.3 213.6 2054 2182 2141 2034 2129 1929 191.8 180.7 169.2 169.8 173.2 177.5 177.5 -16.4
Houston, TX 3674 3542 3419 3407 327.6 3239 323.6 3195 3155 309.9 2884 3022 297.3 287.6  273.2 -25.6
Indianapolis, IN 3217 3220 321.0 3227 3314 3142 323.6 301.3 2958 305.1 2724 2635 2639 2509 238.6 -25.8
Jacksonville, FL 329.8 3325 319.0 322.7 340.7 3365 3209 308.7 308.2 284.0 2743 286.3 255.7 2604 262.3 -20.5
Kansas City, MO 331.2 316.7 318.2 3314 287.0 3045 2994 3013 2788 2763 272.6 2459 241.2 236.7 2248 -32.1
Las Vegas, NV 400.2 422.0 4064 4014 4259 4814 449.0 4067 411.2 409.0 3648 3828 4121 4069  465.0 16.2 %
Long Beach, CA 384.3 3713 3586 364.1 364.6 330.7 3284 3368 315.2 3219 3213 3188 3209 320.1 285.1 -25.8 =
Los Angeles, CA 373.8 3511 3449 3351 321.8 288.6 294.0 296.3  286.2 294.1 275.0 272.7  269.1 272.6  250.8 -32.9 g
Memphis, TN 393.8 388.7 3683 380.3 380.8 3715 3911 379.2 3728 3773 3704 3264 3479 3347 3047 -22.6 S
Mesa, AZ 2774 2673 258.6 2828 266.3 272.1 263.7 239.0 246.1 2543 2408 2459 2514 2543 2438 -12.1 3
Miami, FL 347.4 3455 3543 3703 350.1 3524 3524 3359 390.7 408.6 391.2 409.9 399.5 3941 3882 11.7 8
Milwaukee, WI 3315 333.2 323.2 326.3 319.0 3258 291.8 313.0 2768 3022 2946 281.0 2714 259.6 243.6 -26.5 E
Minneapolis, MN 241.6 264.0 245.6 2544 2233 229.9 2299 197.6 191.5 184.4 180.0 179.2 159.7 1519 140.7 -41.8 g
Nashville-Davidson, TN 3609 353.7 329.2 329.4 3185 312.1 3086 2993 281.2 284.7 267.1 259.2  264.0 252.1 239.7 -33.6
New Orleans, LA 3679 3575 346.2 3419 309.3 3088 2917 290.6 290.0 2779 276.1 249.6 2488 2503 243.5 -33.8
New York, NY 397.9 3979 4021 419.7 3862 3909 3775 353.6 3393 3460 323.0 3208 3240 3163 300.6 -24.4
Oakland, CA 328.2 297.6  297.1 299.8 2909 2867 2784 270.7 2738 274.6 249.0 2383 223.2 2024 2119 -35.4
Oklahoma City, OK 325.8 3259 329.0 334.6 326.5 320.5 321.0 302.6 299.8 300.6 2948 2914  288.5 282.3  266.5 -18.2
Omaha, NB 309.3 3159 327.0 3047 275.2 296.8 276.4 2563 254.1 2498 227.6 2162 2179 2088 203.3 -34.3
Philadelphia, PA 361.5 365.0 3564 369.0 352.2 353.1 339.3 316.3  305.5 306.6 297.5 2914  285.5 2758  265.9 -26.4
Phoenix, AZ 289.4 2853 2924 320.6 3069 290.1 287.5 266.3 271.5 283.4 257.2 2486 229.6 2384 2158 -25.4
Pittsburgh, PA 382.5 3779 3487 3804  365.3 365.5 353.8 3419 3322 333.7 323.8 2982 286.3 290.0 268.4 -29.8
Portland, OR 289.4 2705 266.1 251.1 2509 2485 2437 2263 2278 220.8 198.1 202.9 196.5 207.6 204.1 -29.5
Sacramento, CA 455.3 444.6 4484 4619 4522 4285 4242 4284 4108 4426 4105 387.1 4113 4029 3834 -15.8
San Antonio, TX 3083 2912 3167 3066 2989 3011 3083 3174 2955 309.2 290.7 277.0 2815 2751 265.8 -13.8
San Diego, CA 268.6 2689 250.7 255.0 2426 2456 231.6 232.6 2383 2432 2249 2125 207.5 203.7 210.5 -21.6
San Francisco, CA 288.3 2858 2711 275.5 2557 2517 258.3 2288 2407 2314 2101 208.8 203.8 186.2 174.5 -39.5
San Jose, CA 2849 289.6 270.1 2819 256.4 2435 2545 2422 233.6 2431 226.5 2144 2069 195.7 184.0 -35.4
Seattle, WA 261.0 256.7 2584 2694 2371 231.6 256.6 2242 223.5 2264 211.6 195.1 190.6 188.8 171.7 -34.2
St. Louis, MO 399.1 3775 3732 3941 391.0 391.0 3865 3921 3721 3913 3535 3449 3224 3289 2847 -28.7
Tucson, AZ 3107 309.7 3079 336.6 321.1 3222 2957 2863 282.2 3844 364.1 265.0 2699 358.1 340.8 9.7
Tulsa, OK 341.6 3338 3255 331.0 3294 327.1 311.7 308.8 306.0 3049 299.6 4162 416.1 303.8 263.6 -22.8
Virginia Beach, VA 317.0 297.5 3033 301.0 278.2 280.0 2629 253.1 239.2 220.7 224.2 231.1 2524 2389 226.8 -28.5
Washington, DC 327.0 3244  320.5 320.0 3068 2948 284.5 2842 2913 293.7 3106 311.6 295.2 288.9 2737 -16.3
Wichita, KS 3334 3058 2804 291.8 2922 2821 259.5 2727 2741 255.0 2467 252.6 261.6 2367 227.0 -31.9

+ Per 100,000 population; age-adjusted to the year 2000 standard population. Population figures for 2000-2004 rates were calculated using 2000 U.S. Census figures, denominators for 1991-1999 rates were obtained by geo-
metric interpolation using 1990 and 2000 census data. 1999-2000 death rates are based on ICD-10 codes and 1990-1998 on ICD-9. 1990-1998 rates are multiplied by their comparability ratio to adjust for differences be-
tween ICD-9 and ICD-10. "---" Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.

* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.
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TaBLE 3.10: ALL CANCER MORTALITY RATE, 1990 - 2004

Annual Rate® Percent Change
City* 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 1990-2004
Albuquerque, NM 209.2 2185 2276 2205 2158 2166 2239 209.0 2009 186.9 1939 189.2 213.0 203.1 213.9 2.2
Arlington, TX 209.5 2434 2088 2217 2039 2233 233.2 192.4 1944 1957 2029 185.0 2109 1889 238.2 13.7
Atlanta, GA 267.0 261.0 2689 2788 2777 2715 2548 2619 2589 248.0 240.6 231.6 234.2 2044 2113 -20.9
Austin, TX 197.0 219.8 2145 232.1 212.8  209.2 189.2 204.9 188.6 186.6 183.0 179.3 197.9 186.2 196.4 -0.3
Baltimore, MD 3174 3024 3013 3003 2957 3029 307.7 2882 289.6 2741 2653 259.5 2631 2484 231.0 -27.2
Boston, MA 261.5 2444 2459 2517 2368 236.7 2425 225.7 221.2 2164 2269 2093 219.0 2147  205.7 -21.3
Charlotte, NC 243.2 2358 2414 2438 2342 2353 2274 2227 221.0 2109 2151 2117 205.1 216.6 2149 -11.7
Chicago, IL 257.8 2489 250.2 255.7 2456 2378 2347 2358 226.1 223.6 226.6 216.0 212.7 206.1 204.8 -20.6
Cincinnati, OH 272.3 2708 2729 275.1 245.2 2719 2773 2788 257.4 253.5 2564 255.0 239.7 229.0 254.6 -6.5
Cleveland, OH 3020 2785 2829 2979 2974 288.0 2924 279.6 2846 2715 2712 2563 2435 2341 2581 -14.5
Colorado Springs, CO 211.3 205.2 1874 186.7 204.0 203.7 207.7 2018 2034 197.0 184.6 190.7 192.1 196.3 201.2 -4.8
Columbus, OH 249.6 250.2 2431 2344 2419 255.0 263.0 254.0 268.7 2454  235.5 2245 2331 2539 2474 -0.9
Dallas, TX 2358 2274 2395 235.1 236.2 233.1 2164 226.0 211.0 204.0 203.5 207.6 2028 197.9 195.7 -17.0
Denver, CO 203.7 2145 199.5 2119 201.8 2057 2029 198.1 1959 186.4 186.8 190.3 195.8 186.8 185.8 -8.8
Detroit, MI 2645 268.0 265.6 255.0 2721 2623 260.5 2555 252.6 2355 2448 2421 2369 2269 2304 -12.9
El Paso, TX 183.1 1970 2039 199.2 2004 188.0 196.5 181.1 1914 175.2 177.2 192.0 188.8 2034 183.7 0.3
Fort Worth, TX 256.3 2379 2428 236.7 238.0 2173 2378 2166 217.1 227.0 2227 2052 2237 2124 222.0 -13.4
Fresno, CA 265.2 252.6 265.6 265.7 2548 2395 222.2 226.1 235.3 2394 231.8 2443 2407 217.4 246.0 -7.2
Honolulu, HI 160.5 155.8 177.0 165.3 156.0 167.3 164.4 158.4 150.8 152.2 1449 1534 141.1 144.9 150.9 -6.0
Houston, TX 250.2 250.7 2534 255.0 252.8 2444 2369 243.7 240.0 2283 221.2 225.2 2328 2252 217.3 -13.1
Indianapolis, IN 273.5 266.7 2499 2547 257.8 2484 2525 246.3 2481 252.3  236.2 243.1 238.1 2346 2334 -14.7
Jacksonville, FL 245.2 248.3  231.0 2459 2549 2344 2451 226.3 2353 238.0 2264 2218 2263 2309 240.7 -1.8
Kansas City, MO 252.6 2478 2475 230.0 2325 248.2 229.6 219.5 2445 210.5 2154 2178 2024 213.0 212.0 -16.1 V-
Las Vegas, NV 2684 2927 323.0 333.0 3567 3469 3444 3088 320.5 3045 2925 330.6 3384 3369 354.6 321 %
Long Beach, CA 212.8 2237 227.0 216.6 2074 2054 203.1 204.8 196.8 1919 1848 1884 189.4 185.6 191.6 -10.0 =i
Los Angeles, CA 216.8 2143 2104 209.3 192.5 193.1 192.7 195.0 186.4 185.9 180.9 186.5 183.5 186.0 182.3 -15.9 E
Memphis, TN 274.1 2775 2711 2613 2758 2793 260.1 262.2 264.1 2479 2494 248.0 2285 227.6  226.0 -17.5 8
Mesa, AZ 220.2 2157 2027 210.1 208.3 197.3 196.5 184.5 176.9 209.5 200.1 205.4 182.5 208.2 207.5 -5.8 o
Miami, FL 242.0 2477 2521 241.8 2226 239.1 2483 2340 2640 2644 2631 250.0 2369 28L1 2585 6.8 g
Milwaukee, WI 245.7 2459 245.0 2469 2477 2408 251.6 2468 2384 229.1 238.0 219.8 2326 2106 227.3 -7.5 N
Minneapolis, MN 227.0 2317 229.2 232.1 2279 2204 2335 227.5 2237 2299 2227 2169 198.1 190.1 198.6 -12.5 E:
Nashville-Davidson, TN 240.3 2385 2458 2438 2417 2322 233.2 2328 221.6 2199 2128 2174 216.1 213.1 199.7 -16.9 ;—J
New Orleans, LA 2704  265.1 243.0 2758 254.0 2614 264.2 257.1 253.6 253.1 250.5 239.0 245.2 239.6 2441 -9.7
New York, NY 213.6 207.5 2047 2024 2028 199.6 1940 1860 1841 18L7 1769 178.0 1727 1731 170.2 -20.3
Oakland, CA 243.0 2383 2383 212.6  220.5 221.5 206.5 2004 201.6 2223 207.1 2039 2037 199.6 193.6 -20.3
Oklahoma City, OK 219.3 226.3 218.0 2113 224.2 218.7 2137 2082 2028 1994 189.6 193.0 201.1 190.1 194.2 -11.4
Omaha, NB 2224 2087 2308 225.0 214.2 224.6  202.2 2123 2137 2174 2044 220.0 2107 2165 206.2 -7.3
Philadelphia, PA 284.7 276.0 280.0 2828 276.2 261.2  268.3 272.0 2664 2568 251.0 247.6  239.1 2403 232.2 -18.4
Phoenix, AZ 211.2 2228 2199 2137 227.1 213.6 210.5 204.7  205.2 197.9 191.7 1794 189.5 179.4 177.4 -16.0
Pittsburgh, PA 268.2 263.2 254.0 258.0 267.6 2525 267.7 259.6 248.5 2733 2370 252.8 237.0 222.0 2273 -15.3
Portland, OR 239.6 2348 2415 2339 2534 227.6 2243 2245 2184 2057 2108 208.0 219.5 2228 2114 -11.8
Sacramento, CA 370.0 351.6 330.7 3569 3567 341.0 331.7 3358 3359 3281 3329 3404 3351 337.2 324.2 -12.4
San Antonio, TX 2133 2017 2222 2228 2256 2128 2123 211.8 207.2 208.6 209.1 1959 210.8 208.6 207.5 -2.7
San Diego, CA 206.8 199.5 2068 204.5 197.6 189.5 188.3 188.1 182.3 187.5 186.7 178.2 181.9 188.6 178.3 -13.8
San Francisco, CA 2024 2226 2058 1985 200.0 202.3 1939 1877 180.7 186.5 181.8  180.1 171.6 1818 175.3 -13.4
San Jose, CA 211.7 1929 198.2 197.5 193.1 186.9 182.2 184.8 186.2 179.2 163.2 164.1 165.5 169.2 174.5 -17.6
Seattle, WA 214.5 213.6 219.6 2326 225.1 216.1 219.8 209.7 2114 209.0 204.5 202.0 197.7 1853 180.6 -15.8
St. Louis, MO 289.1 2723 2781 271.8 2764 2720 2542 2514 2691 2417 2469 2348 238.0 2312 2344 -18.9
Tucson, AZ 2184 2245 236.6 2423 2579 2284 233.2 2123  204.1 3045 2977 1915 182.0 3246 3111 42.5
Tulsa, OK 217.5 219.0 215.2 2325 2285 217.2 2135 221.7 2185 2249 2194 3384 353.6 2143 190.6 -12.4
Virginia Beach, VA 2188 237.0 2338 227.6 222.0 208.5 220.7 2027 2157 2100 2111 203.1 211.0 230.5 2158 -1.4
Washington, DC 269.7 2722 267.6 2573 276.2 262.7 245.5 240.6 242.6 239.2 2383 237.0 231.6 200.2 205.6 -23.8
Wichita, KS 2225 2322 2500 229.6 2312 233.7 2226 2200 2298 205.6 2122 2209 219.6 2303 221.9 -0.3

+ Per 100,000 population; age-adjusted to the year 2000 standard population. Population figures for 2000-2004 rates were calculated using 2000 U.S. Census figures, denominators for 1991-1999 rates were obtained by geo-
metric interpolation using 1990 and 2000 census data. 1999-2000 death rates are based on ICD-10 codes and 1990-1998 on ICD-9. 1990-1998 rates are multiplied by their comparability ratio to adjust for differences be-
tween ICD-9 and ICD-10. "---" Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.

* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.
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TaBLE 3.11: LUNG CANCER MORTALITY RATE, 1990 - 2004

Annual Rate® Percent Change
City* 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 1990-2004
Albuquerque, NM 47.2 48.8 44.4 48.2 48.9 50.6 48.6 50.5 45.9 38.7 443 39.8 447 43.8 48.9 3.6
Arlington, TX 56.3 729 62.3 70.8 57.3 63.1 60.9 51.7 58.7 65.2 58.4 55.6 56.7 57.6 724 28.7
Atlanta, GA 67.8 69.4 70.1 66.7 75.2 68.6 58.6 66.6 68.0 66.5 58.3 62.4 59.1 56.7 51.5 -24.0
Austin, TX 51.1 59.6 61.9 65.2 52.0 58.9 51.3 59.5 50.6 43.9 53.2 49.1 50.0 47.7 51.0 -0.1
Baltimore, MD 88.3 86.4 82.6 84.7 82.5 89.1 92.2 83.9 86.7 817 814 76.6 82.9 78.8 70.6 -20.1
Boston, MA 57.7 59.7 68.4 69.4 65.8 62.6 63.8 56.8 58.0 60.7 59.0 53.3 62.4 61.2 53.3 -7.7
Charlotte, NC 70.2 65.5 64.1 67.2 67.1 62.3 59.5 58.3 58.7 58.9 60.5 55.1 56.5 57.0 65.5 -6.7
Chicago, IL 65.1 62.2 64.0 64.0 64.0 59.8 62.9 59.0 58.7 57.3 57.8 54.3 55.8 55.5 54.1 -16.9
Cincinnati, OH 78.6 87.1 81.0 85.5 70.7 87.6 81.5 83.2 82.5 79.1 85.1 82.9 81.5 69.3 75.0 -4.6
Cleveland, OH 86.1 813 75.9 78.7 83.9 80.3 75.7 814 83.2 84.0 87.2 74.9 69.8 76.4 81.0 -5.9
Colorado Springs, CO 47.0 45.1 42.4 41.5 56.3 51.2 47.4 45.3 53.5 449 50.5 48.2 42.8 45.5 51.8 10.2
Columbus, OH 73.5 74.3 80.1 75.2 71.0 80.3 86.1 75.3 82.6 75.5 69.2 65.9 75.0 81.6 83.7 13.9
Dallas, TX 68.7 62.4 64.0 63.7 61.5 61.8 58.5 62.2 59.2 56.5 57.7 56.8 57.3 56.1 50.3 -26.7
Denver, CO 46.8 46.6 49.6 48.8 44.8 47.5 45.9 44.7 42.8 44.2 43.2 43.3 49.3 46.9 443 -5.4
Detroit, MI 71.0 77.0 75.1 70.4 74.3 68.8 74.8 68.2 68.7 68.2 66.9 69.3 68.4 62.4 67.0 -5.7
El Paso, TX 38.6 45.4 42.8 40.6 39.5 38.4 42.6 36.5 40.6 36.4 344 39.5 34.5 38.7 33.8 -12.3
Fort Worth, TX 79.7 72.1 71.2 74.6 65.6 62.8 73.0 63.5 59.2 64.1 68.0 56.1 66.6 61.4 65.1 -18.3
Fresno, CA 70.4 65.6 66.2 74.2 72.4 64.0 61.8 68.6 56.8 66.6 57.9 56.9 59.3 59.0 66.2 -6.0
Honolulu, HI 34.9 37.5 40.8 38.6 40.2 41.1 41.4 39.2 42.0 37.0 35.1 32.5 29.4 315 374 71
Houston, TX 69.6 68.5 71.6 64.8 67.6 63.8 64.1 71.6 68.3 61.2 58.6 59.8 63.5 59.5 59.4 -14.7
Indianapolis, IN 85.5 81.2 754 76.0 83.1 76.9 729 77.1 79.6 86.8 72.3 86.3 78.5 83.0 77.6 -9.2
Jacksonville, FL 75.3 76.7 68.0 71.4 713 73.0 71.0 65.4 68.2 69.7 66.8 71.4 67.3 69.8 73.6 -2.2
Kansas City, MO 77.9 68.2 75.4 64.6 70.9 75.5 74.6 61.9 70.0 63.0 63.0 70.5 63.2 65.4 68.7 -11.8 ™
Las Vegas, NV 77.0 92.6 102.9 98.9 1079 1116 107.2 96.1 106.1 95.6 88.5 98.8 95.6 1021 106.9 388 W)
Long Beach, CA 60.3 65.4 61.4 58.3 61.2 60.8 61.7 58.7 58.5 50.9 54.6 50.1 49.3 49.0 47.2 -21.7 ?':
Los Angeles, CA 50.3 50.1 47.3 49.2 44.5 46.5 47.1 45.8 41.7 44.7 42.0 441 41.1 42.2 40.1 -20.2 E‘
Memphis, TN 78.2 78.7 85.0 71.2 81.8 79.4 76.3 67.0 733 70.8 70.8 67.3 63.7 61.6 62.7 -19.8 8
Mesa, AZ 57.4 53.2 56.3 47.8 53.5 51.7 50.6 50.9 49.6 59.7 51.8 58.7 45.5 54.8 51.7 -10.0 S'
Miami, FL 47.0 56.3 57.4 51.8 58.5 53.5 58.3 51.3 56.2 61.4 60.7 57.5 54.2 59.0 55.7 18.5 o
Milwaukee, WI 60.7 61.2 60.6 62.7 62.4 62.7 64.6 69.1 63.7 65.3 63.3 60.8 64.6 64.1 65.1 7.3 :
Minneapolis, MN 65.2 59.6 61.6 64.0 56.5 54.5 61.7 63.2 64.1 65.7 68.4 62.8 54.1 45.3 54.9 -15.8 E
Nashville-Davidson, TN 75.4 72.8 70.5 72.0 81.0 69.1 69.2 72.5 67.8 73.1 70.5 70.3 77.5 64.8 66.5 -11.9 >
New Orleans, LA 68.5 77.2 65.9 86.0 69.0 68.2 68.1 72.7 74.8 68.8 69.1 63.2 66.3 63.6 67.5 -1.4
New York, NY 47.5 47.1 45.8 46.4 45.3 441 43.5 40.8 41.4 41.4 40.2 41.0 40.4 40.2 38.6 -18.8
Oakland, CA 59.6 62.8 65.4 59.0 57.7 62.6 56.4 51.9 54.2 56.2 54.1 58.6 53.7 52.6 44.0 -26.2
Oklahoma City, OK 68.1 67.6 71.6 66.8 70.0 65.2 67.5 64.0 69.2 56.1 47.6 59.0 63.6 52.5 62.7 -7.9
Omaha, NB 67.8 61.2 65.9 69.6 58.5 62.6 64.4 64.9 63.1 61.4 60.7 66.0 62.7 69.3 61.6 -9.1
Philadelphia, PA 75.5 71.8 76.2 78.2 76.4 73.3 76.8 77.6 76.4 71.9 70.7 68.0 68.5 64.9 67.4 -10.8
Phoenix, AZ 58.3 64.3 61.2 60.4 61.3 57.6 59.0 57.9 58.3 55.7 56.1 46.9 55.4 52.7 49.1 -15.8
Pittsburgh, PA 82.9 78.4 72.2 734 75.5 74.2 78.7 82.4 69.8 81.4 72.8 77.7 714 65.4 719 -13.3
Portland, OR 73.0 68.5 72.5 68.3 721 63.4 63.8 67.7 62.4 59.2 64.1 60.4 60.1 64.0 59.6 -18.3
Sacramento, CA 108.0 100.9 93.1 96.3 108.7  100.0 92.6 98.1 95.9 93.4 99.0 94.3 91.0 96.3 79.3 -26.6
San Antonio, TX 50.9 48.9 57.1 58.4 55.9 53.6 51.3 49.6 51.2 49.0 50.3 43.4 53.8 48.9 49.0 -3.7
San Diego, CA 54.0 50.5 51.4 52.8 52.3 48.8 48.6 45.3 44.2 46.7 51.8 47.3 48.0 43.2 45.5 -15.7
San Francisco, CA 52.9 56.7 52.3 47.2 48.1 52.1 44,9 46.8 40.8 45.6 42,9 46.6 39.2 42.6 43.4 -18.0
San Jose, CA 55.5 48.8 48.0 43.9 47.6 42.6 46.2 47.0 41.0 40.8 37.2 36.2 41.2 441 41.8 -24.7
Seattle, WA 59.6 56.2 58.8 62.0 57.9 58.9 55.0 53.8 59.7 56.0 59.8 55.4 49.7 51.8 46.8 -21.5
St. Louis, MO 83.9 83.8 87.0 76.0 77.8 77.8 74.5 763 79.4 67.5 82.0 70.1 74.9 69.0 75.5 -10.0
Tucson, AZ 59.5 56.2 65.9 64.2 70.5 66.4 60.2 52.4 56.8 85.1 79.8 53.4 62.6 89.6 89.5 50.4
Tulsa, OK 62.6 67.6 64.2 68.3 65.9 72.1 65.9 66.3 66.9 67.0 72.4 90.4 97.6 63.5 60.2 -3.8
Virginia Beach, VA 69.8 73.2 70.5 62.8 64.1 55.1 65.2 55.4 65.1 61.2 61.5 65.8 62.2 72.8 731 4.7
Washington, DC 59.8 60.2 58.1 61.6 67.0 62.0 54.5 60.5 59.3 53.5 57.2 56.2 58.5 50.9 50.6 -15.4
Wichita, KS 62.6 68.8 74.0 63.8 69.1 64.2 70.1 64.7 69.8 57.5 63.9 63.6 62.1 61.2 719 149

+ Per 100,000 population; age-adjusted to the year 2000 standard population. Population figures for 2000-2004 rates were calculated using 2000 U.S. Census figures, denominators for 1991-1999 rates were obtained by geo-
metric interpolation using 1990 and 2000 census data. 1999-2000 death rates are based on ICD-10 codes and 1990-1998 on ICD-9. 1990-1998 rates are multiplied by their comparability ratio to adjust for differences be-
tween ICD-9 and ICD-10. "---" Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.

* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.
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TABLE 3.12: FEMALE BREAST CANCER MORTALITY RATE, 1990 - 2004

Annual Rate® Percent Change
City* 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 1990-2004
Albuquerque, NM 32.6 42.2 41.9 35.7 317 39.5 35.8 33.7 27.8 23.9 31.5 23.1 28.8 28.6 29.6 -9.2
Arlington, TX --- 27.6 38.1 29.7 27.1 26.8 30.3 22.8 21.8 27.7 29.3 22.7 29.5 19.0 26.4 ---
Atlanta, GA 40.9 39.0 41.0 49.7 417 48.0 37.7 43.7 40.5 32.7 379 33.5 329 34.7 29.4 -28.2
Austin, TX 27.7 34.8 311 36.7 30.0 34.0 26.2 27.4 26.4 25.1 27.0 24.4 24.8 23.6 27.4 -0.9
Baltimore, MD 36.7 39.5 38.6 35.5 37.0 423 39.5 39.9 36.6 373 32.3 37.6 36.8 36.0 33.2 -9.5
Boston, MA 42.3 34.1 314 37.1 36.9 30.8 34.6 334 27.4 22.8 29.4 22.9 33.5 348 26.7 -36.9
Charlotte, NC 458 43.7 28.0 30.5 36.7 334 28.0 34.4 29.5 29.6 27.5 27.4 313 34.7 30.3 -33.8
Chicago, IL 37.5 40.1 37.5 38.4 37.5 36.0 33.8 35.0 32.2 34.4 33.3 27.6 30.7 29.5 29.9 -20.3
Cincinnati, OH 41.5 39.3 37.5 28.9 42.5 34.8 45.0 27.8 29.3 36.3 39.5 29.9 30.5 39.5 36.4 -12.4
Cleveland, OH 39.3 40.0 435 43.1 33.1 40.5 42.7 41.2 39.0 394 324 36.5 37.2 26.9 38.3 -2.6
Colorado Springs, CO 324 33.6 29.0 30.8 31.2 29.2 27.8 30.1 27.3 22.0 25.0 29.0 22.7 25.4 36.1 115
Columbus, OH 38.0 334 40.0 29.2 32.9 33.6 29.7 35.8 35.5 38.1 311 33.5 23.6 315 28.1 -26.1
Dallas, TX 34.0 32.7 37.7 33.2 314 32.0 30.6 27.6 28.6 25.1 31.6 27.6 25.9 28.4 24.6 -27.6
Denver, CO 36.2 36.6 313 33.7 28.1 313 24.4 30.2 311 25.1 25.3 25.0 25.9 22.0 23.5 -35.1
Detroit, MI 434 36.2 37.6 35.2 36.8 42.0 39.3 42.1 34.5 33.7 34.2 35.4 37.7 34.5 30.7 -29.3
El Paso, TX 26.7 33.9 29.2 32.7 29.9 36.5 30.2 33.9 28.8 27.9 25.0 23.7 33.3 315 29.0 8.4
Fort Worth, TX 39.5 32.3 34.4 26.4 31.7 28.6 29.8 33.0 29.4 31.0 27.3 31.9 31.2 324 28.4 -28.1
Fresno, CA 35.6 33.8 32.3 37.3 33.2 28.5 29.9 30.0 29.6 23.2 35.5 36.1 311 23.8 30.7 -13.8
Honolulu, HI 18.6 23.7 25.6 18.1 22.3 20.4 19.7 16.0 18.3 14.8 15.2 21.5 13.4 17.8 14.9 -19.9
Houston, TX 38.8 374 37.7 40.0 38.4 36.8 35.0 324 37.6 33.9 27.5 35.4 324 34.7 29.9 -23.0
Indianapolis, IN 37.9 35.8 36.6 333 33.1 28.0 35.3 30.3 33.8 33.0 29.8 26.7 31.9 28.4 20.1 -47.0
Jacksonville, FL 32.2 30.8 26.5 29.8 34.1 29.4 331 34.7 35.6 34.6 30.1 29.1 33.5 29.9 30.6 -4.9
Kansas City, MO 36.8 40.5 30.6 30.2 34.8 34.7 35.6 28.8 28.8 25.6 29.8 25.0 24.1 33.9 27.2 -26.1 ™
Las Vegas, NV 44,2 42.4 47.6 46.6 46.7 37.9 43.2 41.8 39.7 38.3 36.9 42.4 45.9 49.5 53.3 20.5 ,—'|
Long Beach, CA 34.2 39.0 36.1 27.9 35.9 32.7 33.9 244 22.8 28.0 19.3 28.6 23.7 23.8 25.3 -26.0 ‘_\:
Los Angeles, CA 35.5 32.5 32.1 31.7 29.7 315 28.8 28.4 29.3 25.5 24.5 24.2 26.4 24.9 28.4 -20.0 E‘
Memphis, TN 41.6 40.6 44.6 41.9 38.9 35.6 32.9 38.7 36.4 32.6 29.4 31.0 314 35.0 353 -15.2 8
Mesa, AZ 30.0 23.5 28.2 32.1 32.3 23.3 28.2 31.2 25.5 37.5 32.2 32.8 31.0 30.3 34.7 15.8 S'
Miami, FL 36.9 435 41.1 322 25.8 40.6 41.8 35.2 38.3 34.3 37.6 37.4 34.3 39.8 41.8 13.3 o
Milwaukee, WI 35.6 394 39.4 37.1 30.5 33.6 30.4 27.5 329 30.2 25.6 29.3 28.6 25.2 224 -37.1 :
Minneapolis, MN 37.7 38.9 30.4 39.8 36.2 38.4 25.3 22.6 26.6 39.6 24.5 29.8 194 27.9 19.1 -49.4 E
Nashville-Davidson, TN 35.6 31.8 35.2 38.1 34.6 29.7 35.0 37.5 28.7 27.3 26.7 33.2 26.2 314 22.9 -35.7 >
New Orleans, LA 45.5 46.2 36.5 40.3 39.1 39.7 31.2 34.2 35.3 38.5 37.5 34.5 41.5 36.5 35.3 -22.3
New York, NY 36.3 35.2 35.5 34.1 33.3 349 34.2 30.9 29.1 283 26.8 28.9 25.9 26.5 26.8 -26.2
Oakland, CA 35.3 315 30.6 25.6 314 20.5 24,9 30.3 31.0 27.8 29.9 242 29.7 19.8 24.0 -32.0
Oklahoma City, OK 25.4 32.6 23.4 28.3 35.3 25.2 29.9 24.5 25.5 23.6 27.1 29.7 29.6 29.2 24.8 -2.5
Omaha, NB 39.6 29.8 35.9 30.2 29.3 27.4 324 28.8 311 28.7 28.6 32.2 28.6 26.7 29.7 -25.0
Philadelphia, PA 45.2 42.9 42.0 42.7 38.7 36.6 32.9 39.4 35.9 36.6 32.9 36.6 33.6 32.7 317 -29.8
Phoenix, AZ 35.0 30.9 30.5 315 36.6 29.6 25.5 29.8 30.3 27.9 25.9 27.2 26.4 22.0 22.4 -36.0
Pittsburgh, PA 40.0 41.0 39.5 37.5 39.4 32.8 31.0 38.7 29.7 41.4 29.8 30.8 33.9 243 27.5 -31.3
Portland, OR 34.7 34.2 324 25.8 32.7 33.8 28.3 27.6 26.1 26.9 26.9 28.9 28.5 25.9 23.1 -33.4
Sacramento, CA 64.1 53.2 49.8 52.2 63.8 52.2 45.8 50.1 44.1 42.1 51.0 43.1 43.7 42.5 42.3 -34.0
San Antonio, TX 31.8 28.0 35.6 31.0 29.4 28.8 29.5 29.9 28.9 274 29.2 25.6 283 28.2 273 -14.1
San Diego, CA 32.6 29.6 29.7 34.1 29.6 33.0 28.0 28.1 27.9 25.8 29.6 26.9 30.0 27.1 23.1 -29.1
San Francisco, CA 32.0 321 28.2 314 25.2 23.5 24,9 26.4 26.4 19.7 21.3 23.0 22.1 25.3 24.5 -23.4
San Jose, CA 28.3 29.9 317 27.7 28.0 25.6 29.1 23.3 26.0 22.3 20.4 21.2 18.8 15.8 21.5 -23.9
Seattle, WA 40.3 324 29.5 32.6 27.8 32.3 38.8 35.9 32.2 26.7 27.4 21.9 24.9 24.2 23.3 -42.2
St. Louis, MO 41.8 33.9 33.2 36.4 38.9 43.6 29.4 30.2 344 344 311 30.5 27.8 26.6 28.8 -31.2
Tucson, AZ 26.1 343 30.5 33.2 35.3 23.8 28.7 28.8 25.8 394 44.6 333 324 46.2 41.7 59.5
Tulsa, OK 34.1 28.0 29.2 35.2 32.2 313 32.0 30.0 323 30.2 29.1 46.5 39.8 25.4 24.0 -29.6
Virginia Beach, VA 23.3 34.0 29.4 43.5 27.8 28.3 34.4 24.4 28.3 30.8 315 25.6 29.5 27.1 24.6 54
Washington, DC 44.4 44.1 40.4 38.6 39.0 38.6 39.1 39.0 42.0 35.3 29.1 39.1 33.9 29.6 27.1 -39.0
Wichita, KS 433 34.2 324 31.2 39.9 34.2 26.1 29.3 34.8 28.8 29.8 244 37.3 444 31.2 -28.0

T Per 100,000 female population; age-adjusted to the year 2000 standard population. Population figures for 2000-2004 rates were calculated using 2000 U.S. Census figures, denominators for 1991-1999 rates were obtained
by geometric interpolation using 1990 and 2000 census data. 1999-2000 death rates are based on ICD-10 codes and 1990-1998 on ICD-9. 1990-1998 rates are multiplied by their comparability ratio to adjust for differ-
ences between ICD-9 and ICD-10. "---" Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.

* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.
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TABLE 3.13: MOTOR VEHICLE INJURY MORTALITY RATE, 1990 - 2004

Annual Rate® Percent Change
City* 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 1990-2004
Albuquerque, NM 17.6 15.9 18.3 17.2 17.7 18.2 18.2 18.0 13.6 18.7 16.5 19.6 18.0 17.7 22.2 26.4
Arlington, TX 14.4 11.1 13.9 7.7 143 133 11.2 9.0 8.4 9.9 10.5 13.4 15.3 8.6 15.0 4.1
Atlanta, GA 21.6 14.7 17.1 18.1 19.7 14.8 16.1 14.9 18.4 18.1 16.2 19.5 12.4 14.3 14.5 -32.8
Austin, TX 9.0 10.5 14.0 9.6 12.9 10.8 11.1 11.6 11.9 11.2 17.0 17.7 15.2 11.2 13.2 46.0
Baltimore, MD 9.6 9.4 8.3 10.5 10.5 7.2 9.0 8.4 9.7 10.8 9.5 9.5 11.1 10.5 9.5 -1.4
Boston, MA 7.6 7.2 4.8 5.9 6.2 5.8 3.8 4.9 4.4 3.6 5.7 6.7 6.9 5.1 4.8 -36.8
Charlotte, NC 13.1 125 9.0 123 13.5 11.1 11.9 9.8 10.3 124 153 12.5 15.8 12.7 111 -15.5
Chicago, IL 12.3 10.3 10.1 9.9 10.3 10.0 10.2 10.1 9.8 114 11.9 10.6 9.7 10.3 9.3 -24.3
Cincinnati, OH 9.0 8.8 9.4 8.0 8.4 8.6 6.5 7.1 8.4 9.4 91 8.4 12.6 10.7 12.0 32.8
Cleveland, OH 12.2 11.8 8.8 9.4 7.6 9.1 9.0 8.4 7.5 8.7 9.9 10.5 9.3 7.6 7.3 -40.1
Colorado Springs, CO 17.5 16.3 13.0 14.2 10.1 12.9 11.7 13.8 12.9 12.3 16.6 13.8 15.8 15.7 12.2 -30.2
Columbus, OH 8.0 8.4 7.5 5.8 4.5 7.8 6.9 7.0 8.7 8.4 8.4 10.9 11.4 6.3 8.8 9.8
Dallas, TX 15.1 14.9 14.0 15.5 11.8 14.5 14.8 13.9 133 14.7 16.1 17.0 16.0 13.1 15.8 4.7
Denver, CO 12.7 13.2 15.3 9.8 17.0 14.0 15.4 134 13.3 14.4 18.8 18.4 15.7 14.5 12.5 -1.6
Detroit, MI 13.0 12.7 13.1 124 13.0 16.0 15.0 16.9 17.2 17.6 18.3 18.2 15.2 15.2 14.2 9.6
El Paso, TX 15.8 15.7 17.7 19.6 15.5 13.1 15.9 14.6 13.7 11.9 14.7 17.0 16.5 13.3 15.2 -3.6
Fort Worth, TX 16.2 133 12.7 133 15.0 124 12.5 115 10.4 14.9 141 154 17.9 17.7 15.1 -6.8
Fresno, CA 28.8 29.6 22.6 26.0 29.5 21.5 19.8 14.6 18.2 28.9 15.7 20.1 23.3 25.0 22.4 -22.3
Honolulu, HI 7.0 4.9 6.8 6.4 6.7 7.5 --- 6.1 5.8 --- 5.6 5.3 6.1 5.4 5.7 -18.5
Houston, TX 19.0 16.5 16.2 14.2 12.1 12.6 15.9 13.6 14.6 16.9 16.3 20.3 18.1 17.1 16.1 -15.3
Indianapolis, IN 15.2 11.0 11.3 9.2 10.8 9.7 124 9.7 11.9 13.8 13.6 13.3 10.3 10.5 13.6 -10.4
Jacksonville, FL 15.7 14.8 13.0 134 15.2 13.6 141 124 13.8 13.6 15.2 18.8 17.2 17.8 19.6 24.9
Kansas City, MO 14.6 14.2 12.4 13.9 9.9 13.5 16.5 14.1 14.0 12.3 13.5 13.9 14.6 13.8 12.8 -12.2
Las Vegas, NV 26.3 20.4 17.8 17.2 19.2 24.8 28.3 25.9 25.8 21.1 22.1 223 27.1 244 33.9 29.1 :
Long Beach, CA 12.6 11.9 10.6 10.9 9.8 7.5 10.2 9.9 7.2 74 9.8 9.3 8.3 9.1 11.2 -11.3 =
Los Angeles, CA 15.0 14.1 11.8 11.7 12.2 115 10.9 9.6 8.4 9.7 10.1 11.1 9.3 115 10.7 -28.7 g
Memphis, TN 15.2 17.3 20.0 18.2 21.5 18.8 21.7 21.6 16.9 20.4 19.3 15.3 18.5 17.7 17.3 14.0 S
Mesa, AZ 14.2 11.9 13.3 13.1 13.6 15.2 15.6 12.4 16.2 15.6 13.7 16.7 15.2 15.3 17.7 25.0 3
Miami, FL 31.0 23.2 20.2 274 21.7 25.5 22.9 18.8 25.2 323 30.4 327 35.4 29.5 32.5 4.7 8
Milwaukee, WI 8.9 9.3 8.8 11.8 7.8 8.5 7.6 8.3 9.9 7.8 104 2.1 9.6 7.9 13.7 54.5 (-4
Minneapolis, MN 7.4 6.3 8.6 8.4 115 6.7 6.6 6.4 7.6 6.4 7.3 10.5 8.5 6.7 71 -4.3 E
Nashville-Davidson, TN 18.5 10.9 15.0 16.3 15.9 14.7 17.0 13.9 13.6 14.0 21.9 18.8 13.5 15.4 16.3 -11.9 >
New Orleans, LA 14.1 12.4 11.7 13.0 10.9 11.2 14.2 11.9 10.7 12.7 10.8 11.6 9.7 10.1 13.4 -4.8
New York, NY 2.1 8.5 7.5 7.0 6.6 6.6 5.7 6.1 5.3 6.2 5.0 5.3 5.9 5.4 4.9 -46.3
Oakland, CA 124 13.3 10.2 114 12.3 9.9 10.2 10.1 7.6 11.8 8.8 8.7 9.6 11.2 12.7 2.7
Oklahoma City, OK 12.5 11.6 13.1 11.6 15.1 10.3 15.1 15.9 10.8 114 11.3 13.7 12.6 11.9 15.2 21.3
Omaha, NB 10.6 9.6 11.8 9.0 7.5 8.5 12.6 9.3 10.8 11.3 7.0 14.2 9.9 123 7.7 -27.2
Philadelphia, PA 11.0 9.5 7.7 9.2 9.3 10.1 8.5 10.1 7.5 9.2 7.9 9.7 9.0 9.2 9.8 -10.9
Phoenix, AZ 17.7 16.2 13.3 14.2 14.8 19.3 16.8 16.9 15.1 16.8 19.8 20.0 20.5 16.9 19.5 9.9
Pittsburgh, PA 7.4 6.9 5.4 6.1 5.6 6.7 6.0 4.3 7.2 5.7 6.5 9.1 6.6 10.0 8.1 9.2
Portland, OR 12.9 10.1 10.9 9.2 10.1 123 115 8.5 8.3 9.2 11.0 9.0 9.1 12.0 10.9 -15.3
Sacramento, CA 28.5 23.4 21.7 23.3 24.2 17.7 19.3 21.3 15.4 16.8 17.6 24.1 26.2 21.1 23.0 -19.2
San Antonio, TX 11.2 114 11.2 14.5 14.8 14.3 14.0 13.3 13.6 119 13.7 12.1 15.7 14.5 17.1 53.1
San Diego, CA 11.3 10.7 7.3 8.5 8.3 8.8 7.2 8.0 7.7 10.6 9.8 8.5 10.1 8.7 10.0 -11.8
San Francisco, CA 9.9 10.5 8.2 7.2 7.9 6.7 6.1 6.4 6.5 7.3 8.6 6.8 7.3 5.6 5.8 -41.4
San Jose, CA 10.8 10.7 10.9 8.6 6.7 6.9 8.1 7.8 7.2 9.2 9.8 9.0 9.4 7.5 8.1 -25.2
Seattle, WA 10.0 8.8 9.6 10.4 7.3 10.6 8.5 7.8 6.5 6.7 8.7 8.4 6.9 8.2 6.8 -31.8
St. Louis, MO 13.2 9.8 13.9 9.9 14.5 114 8.4 11.3 12.7 12.6 11.8 17.5 15.5 17.1 14.1 6.7
Tucson, AZ 185 13.8 18.4 16.9 14.1 20.4 14.6 14.9 124 23.4 23.0 10.7 9.9 23.8 23.1 24.8
Tulsa, OK 15.8 12.9 12.4 12.0 143 13.6 14.5 14.2 12.9 154 15.2 25.1 30.7 15.2 143 -9.3
Virginia Beach, VA 8.7 5.9 6.4 7.5 5.5 5.4 7.9 8.0 8.1 10.4 7.4 9.2 8.6 6.8 7.7 -11.5
Washington, DC 9.2 9.0 8.4 10.1 9.4 9.6 8.4 7.6 8.0 6.1 9.6 9.1 9.4 10.8 7.7 -16.4
Wichita, KS 16.5 13.4 15.0 14.5 149 12.4 11.7 13.8 16.2 15.1 8.1 14.9 19.6 14.9 14.2 -13.7

+ Per 100,000 population; age-adjusted to the year 2000 standard population. Population figures for 2000-2004 rates were calculated using 2000 U.S. Census figures, denominators for 1991-1999 rates were obtained by geo-
metric interpolation using 1990 and 2000 census data. 1999-2000 death rates are based on ICD-10 codes and 1990-1998 on ICD-9. 1990-1998 rates are multiplied by their comparability ratio to adjust for differences be-
tween ICD-9 and ICD-10. "---" Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.

See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.

BIG CITIES HEALTH INVENTORY 2007 @ 77



TABLE 3.14: HomicCIDE RATE, 1990 - 2004

Annual Rate® Percent Change
City* 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 1990-2004
Albuquerque, NM 11.4 12.5 12.7 13.0 13.9 15.2 18.3 12.8 10.7 13.2 9.5 2.0 10.7 11.5 8.2 -27.9
Arlington, TX 6.3 10.5 --- --- 8.7 --- --- 8.3 6.8 --- 5.6 --- --- --- --- ---
Atlanta, GA 48.9 42.2 41.2 40.3 40.7 34.9 34.0 26.1 27.5 25.1 25.4 26.5 24.4 23.2 21.9 -55.2
Austin, TX 8.4 11.1 7.0 6.1 8.1 6.5 6.7 6.8 4.6 4.3 4.1 5.0 3.4 3.8 4.0 -52.3
Baltimore, MD 35.4 33.2 40.9 43.1 40.5 40.2 40.1 39.7 41.0 40.7 35.0 325 33.9 35.7 39.5 11.5
Boston, MA 18.5 15.4 10.9 14.0 11.6 11.3 8.2 5.3 5.1 4.4 4.8 10.5 10.4 6.4 8.3 -55.1
Charlotte, NC 20.3 25.3 20.5 27.0 16.2 15.9 13.8 10.9 114 15.6 141 10.7 11.6 114 11.7 -42.3
Chicago, IL 29.2 32.5 30.9 28.8 30.4 26.5 25.8 24.2 23.2 20.8 20.5 21.1 19.6 19.1 14.5 -50.3
Cincinnati, OH 13.9 12.1 11.6 12.3 8.9 13.3 8.5 9.0 7.5 7.9 9.2 15.4 14.1 15.1 15.8 13.9
Cleveland, OH 29.4 317 27.4 30.0 24.7 224 19.1 15.2 12.2 11.3 12.5 15.2 15.0 12.5 15.9 -46.0
Colorado Springs, CO 7.8 6.8 --- 7.0 6.1 6.6 --- 5.8 --- 5.6 5.8 6.4 --- ---
Columbus, OH 10.4 7.1 5.6 4.6 2.4 --- 4.5 7.1 6.7 6.6 6.4 8.6 8.2 10.5 12.3 18.5
Dallas, TX 34.6 40.4 33.1 24.9 22.7 22.0 15.0 15.8 17.4 11.8 14.0 16.1 14.2 15.3 16.1 -53.5
Denver, CO 11.3 16.0 15.8 13.3 12.9 15.3 11.6 11.5 9.0 8.6 5.8 6.7 8.0 9.3 14.2 25.9
Detroit, MI 57.9 62.2 57.7 56.9 56.2 47.7 42.4 45.6 42.0 41.4 41.0 394 39.9 393 36.8 -36.4
El Paso, TX 7.4 9.1 8.0 9.1 8.7 6.4 5.1 5.1 --- --- 41 4.4 3.9 --- --- ---
Fort Worth, TX 23.0 37.5 27.0 22.6 23.1 17.9 10.9 13.9 10.5 134 10.4 10.2 9.1 9.0 9.8 -57.3
Fresno, CA 17.6 17.3 25.7 26.0 24.0 21.3 16.1 16.3 10.7 7.3 6.8 11.1 9.6 8.6 12.0 -31.7
Honolulu, HI
Houston, TX 33.0 35.3 26.7 26.4 21.6 18.7 154 14.1 14.1 13.1 11.7 12.3 143 149 14.0 -57.6
Indianapolis, IN 10.8 14.0 13.5 11.9 16.2 13.3 16.9 17.2 17.0 14.1 12.6 143 13.2 12.6 12.7 17.8
Jacksonville, FL 26.3 194 19.2 17.9 15.8 12.7 111 11.8 10.3 111 9.9 11.0 14.5 12.1 143 -45.5
Kansas City, MO 23.9 28.2 29.2 28.8 28.6 22.2 21.8 20.4 26.7 24.3 22.1 22.8 17.1 18.2 17.5 -26.7
Las Vegas, NV 19.3 21.8 21.1 20.3 22.3 225 28.6 18.8 14.8 14.4 13.7 19.1 20.1 21.0 19.9 3.3 :
Long Beach, CA 20.3 23.6 21.3 25.1 17.7 17.7 18.2 16.5 11.3 10.8 11.5 10.8 13.7 11.1 12.5 -38.3 =
Los Angeles, CA 27.7 28.0 29.5 27.8 23.3 22.0 19.5 15.0 11.8 11.1 13.5 14.7 15.9 13.8 13.5 -51.2 g
Memphis, TN 31.6 29.7 30.3 32.7 27.5 29.4 27.0 22.1 20.8 19.3 21.4 22.2 24.7 19.6 17.6 -44.4 S
Mesa, AZ --- --- --- --- 6.2 8.0 6.8 --- --- --- 5.0 6.2 7.0 7.1 6.0 --- 3
Miami, FL 37.0 375 32.3 34.7 38.1 36.8 33.8 315 30.6 26.2 22,5 26.2 23.1 222 22,5 -39.2 8
Milwaukee, WI 21.9 23.4 22.9 23.4 19.9 213 20.1 19.0 17.7 19.3 18.3 20.7 18.6 17.2 134 -38.7 (-4
Minneapolis, MN 121 15.0 14.8 11.1 13.1 20.4 16.2 12.9 10.8 11.0 8.0 9.5 9.0 8.8 10.5 -13.1 E
Nashville-Davidson, TN 12.9 15.7 15.1 16.1 12.6 17.3 13.7 18.8 16.0 12.0 14.0 11.9 10.1 11.0 9.6 -25.5 >
New Orleans, LA 58.3 62.9 51.0 67.3 78.0 64.9 61.8 46.1 39.8 28.4 36.6 37.5 47.2 48.1 47.9 -17.8
New York, NY 27.5 27.2 24.8 24.6 19.7 14.7 12.5 9.9 8.1 8.5 8.4 22.4 7.1 74 6.7 -75.6
Oakland, CA 33.7 39.0 38.7 35.2 34.0 29.4 23.3 25.2 18.9 15.5 19.1 16.1 22.6 23.4 17.6 -47.8
Oklahoma City, OK 12.9 10.7 12.7 17.2 11.4 30.8 13.2 13.1 8.6 9.4 6.8 8.3 7.6 9.6 10.2 -20.8
Omaha, NB --- 9.1 6.8 8.5 8.8 10.1 6.6 8.9 6.5 9.0 7.9 5.9 7.4 9.1 --- ---
Philadelphia, PA 29.1 26.7 25.9 26.0 25.9 26.8 25.6 25.6 21.3 20.0 20.7 19.9 18.8 22.0 21.4 -26.3
Phoenix, AZ 12.7 11.6 134 13.8 18.2 174 14.6 13.8 13.6 16.0 12.0 15.9 14.3 15.1 13.9 9.6
Pittsburgh, PA 9.7 9.4 11.5 17.6 18.2 15.0 12.0 144 9.6 14.7 8.8 10.6 8.9 16.7 12.1 25.0
Portland, OR 6.8 119 114 10.0 10.0 7.6 8.3 8.9 4.0 6.3 4.0 4.3 4.0 4.4 4.7 -30.8
Sacramento, CA 15.5 20.9 22.4 30.8 27.2 21.3 18.8 16.4 133 13.7 12.4 8.8 16.5 154 17.6 13.7
San Antonio, TX 21.6 22.1 22.8 23.5 19.7 13.4 11.7 9.2 8.9 9.7 8.1 8.9 9.8 8.1 8.2 -62.0
San Diego, CA 10.7 13.2 10.9 11.1 2.0 7.9 7.0 6.1 4.0 4.2 3.8 3.7 3.8 4.8 5.4 -49.4
San Francisco, CA 11.9 10.7 13.7 144 10.0 7.6 7.8 6.6 6.0 6.1 6.4 8.0 6.5 7.7 8.6 -27.6
San Jose, CA 4.2 6.9 6.3 5.3 4.5 4.6 4.5 4.8 3.8 3.1 2.7 29 31 3.2 3.5 -16.5
Seattle, WA 9.2 7.5 12.2 10.5 12.1 6.9 8.7 6.8 6.4 7.8 5.3 4.0 6.7 5.5 4.4 -52.1
St. Louis, MO 41.1 52.4 49.5 60.5 59.4 48.3 41.2 34.5 28.9 333 28.0 36.0 26.2 17.9 25.4 -38.2
Tucson, AZ 7.6 5.6 12.5 11.3 8.8 15.6 13.5 11.1 11.0 12.0 14.7 6.9 5.1 13.6 16.0 110.9
Tulsa, OK 12.6 11.1 10.4 13.7 13.5 7.7 8.0 10.3 111 10.8 7.3 12.0 21.1 13.7 12.9 2.6
Virginia Beach, VA 4.2 6.9 6.5 6.8 7.5 --- 6.3 5.6 --- --- --- --- --- 6.7 4.4 4.9
Washington, DC 55.2 59.0 55.6 60.9 51.6 46.5 48.9 38.9 33.5 28.8 28.9 31.0 36.2 30.2 27.7 -49.8
Wichita, KS 10.5 10.1 18.1 14.3 11.3 8.2 11.3 9.0 6.1 9.9 7.8 7.0 8.7 ---

+ Per 100,000 population; age-adjusted to the year 2000 standard population. Population figures for 2000-2004 rates were calculated using 2000 U.S. Census figures, denominators for 1991-1999 rates were obtained by geo-
metric interpolation using 1990 and 2000 census data. 1999-2000 death rates are based on ICD-10 codes and 1990-1998 on ICD-9. 1990-1998 rates are multiplied by their comparability ratio to adjust for differences be-
tween ICD-9 and ICD-10. "---" Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.

* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.
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TaBLE 3.15: FIREARM-RELATED MORTALITY RATE, 1990 - 2004

Annual Rate® Percent Change
City* 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 1990-2004
Albuquerque, NM 16.9 14.2 23.1 19.4 23.8 24.0 24.3 18.0 19.8 18.5 16.3 17.8 18.2 19.8 16.7 -1.2
Arlington, TX 11.6 18.8 18.8 12.1 17.4 12.1 12.6 134 12.9 9.1 111 9.1 9.6 8.5 7.0 -39.7
Atlanta, GA 40.5 38.5 374 39.2 37.6 313 34.2 26.8 227 27.8 26.0 27.5 23.0 17.1 20.8 -48.6
Austin, TX 15.5 12.7 12.1 16.3 11.3 9.7 9.8 8.8 9.1 6.3 6.4 114 9.3 6.5 7.7 -50.3
Baltimore, MD 29.4 29.2 36.4 40.6 36.5 343 39.0 37.2 329 37.7 31.5 29.1 26.0 30.1 32.0 8.8
Boston, MA 12.0 11.0 9.2 10.2 8.0 8.7 6.2 5.0 4.6 3.9 4.9 5.6 7.6 5.1 7.1 -40.8
Charlotte, NC 21.9 26.9 22.1 27.5 18.2 18.1 14.6 14.7 16.5 16.9 15.8 174 17.0 143 16.8 -23.3
Chicago, IL 24.7 26.4 24.5 25.2 25.9 22.3 22.3 20.1 20.4 18.3 17.2 17.6 17.4 17.1 12.2 -50.6
Cincinnati, OH 14.1 11.8 11.9 14.3 9.3 12.9 9.7 9.8 7.7 10.0 10.8 16.8 16.1 15.1 16.5 17.0
Cleveland, OH 27.1 31.2 26.6 30.0 27.0 23.7 19.7 14.8 13.0 13.0 14.0 15.9 13.8 11.7 14.2 -47.6
Colorado Springs, CO 15.2 12.9 13.6 15.9 11.1 20.4 17.3 15.3 10.9 11.5 9.5 14.1 154 114 18.6 22.4
Columbus, OH 15.3 12.6 12.4 10.2 9.1 8.6 8.2 10.9 11.5 9.4 8.5 12.1 11.8 10.3 13.1 -14.4
Dallas, TX 35.6 41.9 36.9 315 28.9 25.1 17.6 18.1 19.1 13.5 15.3 17.6 16.3 17.1 17.2 -51.7
Denver, CO 17.4 19.0 19.3 21.6 18.3 21.2 17.7 14.0 10.9 10.9 12.4 9.8 12.1 12.6 14.5 -16.7
Detroit, MI 49.0 524 51.2 53.7 50.0 435 39.8 38.2 35.8 37.1 36.6 37.1 35.9 35.1 33.5 -31.6
El Paso, TX 13.6 12.4 13.8 13.7 12.5 8.9 10.0 7.8 5.7 4.3 8.2 4.3 7.2 6.9 5.2 -61.8
Fort Worth, TX 24.6 37.4 33.6 26.7 27.9 22.4 15.9 17.7 14.7 13.0 11.2 13.8 9.8 14.1 11.3 -54.1
Fresno, CA 21.8 19.1 30.1 27.1 27.4 24.7 19.1 20.5 15.9 14.0 10.9 14.3 12.8 13.8 17.4 -20.2
Honolulu, HI --- --- --- 5.1 6.1 --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
Houston, TX 35.2 36.7 30.2 30.9 26.9 21.2 20.3 17.5 17.9 16.5 149 15.9 17.0 16.6 17.0 -51.7
Indianapolis, IN 15.6 18.6 19.5 19.7 22.3 16.9 23.8 23.5 24,1 18.5 14.6 16.4 17.8 17.8 16.2 3.8
Jacksonville, FL 324 26.6 22.9 24.2 19.2 16.7 15.9 15.5 17.5 13.0 13.7 14.2 17.4 19.5 18.1 -44.1
Kansas City, MO 28.2 28.3 321 29.6 314 25.3 26.5 22.2 26.3 27.5 25.2 23.6 18.7 20.6 19.4 -31.2
Las Vegas, NV 28.4 33.0 36.3 414 36.7 41.7 40.5 32.8 29.5 28.6 28.8 30.6 34.9 30.7 33.5 18.0 :
Long Beach, CA 21.1 26.2 23.8 27.8 20.4 21.7 19.6 16.9 16.3 12.6 14.8 13.8 17.3 11.6 15.0 -28.9 =
Los Angeles, CA 26.2 27.0 29.7 28.9 24.6 23.2 20.5 15.7 14.0 12.8 14.7 15.9 16.9 15.5 13.8 -47.3 g
Memphis, TN 32.7 30.3 317 33.3 29.9 30.0 26.7 23.5 24.4 20.6 22.3 20.8 27.8 21.5 19.0 -41.9 S
Mesa, AZ 12.4 18.9 13.2 15.9 15.7 20.5 14.2 11.7 13.8 10.8 12.7 14.9 19.5 13.1 14.5 16.9 3
Miami, FL 35.2 38.9 35.5 38.5 40.5 39.5 36.6 322 314 28.1 18.6 249 24.0 26.1 25.2 -28.4 8
Milwaukee, WI 224 20.5 22.7 20.6 19.3 20.3 20.6 15.9 17.1 18.6 18.7 19.1 18.0 17.5 14.7 -34.4 (-4
Minneapolis, MN 10.7 15.0 11.3 12.5 111 16.3 15.9 13.1 10.5 9.3 10.2 9.4 8.3 10.0 10.8 0.9 E
Nashville-Davidson, TN 18.1 23.8 20.8 21.8 19.6 21.4 18.4 23.8 20.7 16.7 19.2 16.4 16.6 15.9 15.4 -14.9 >
New Orleans, LA 57.9 61.1 56.2 66.1 76.4 65.9 61.1 49.3 39.2 32.2 39.1 40.3 48.2 47.2 51.6 -10.9
New York, NY 21.5 22.6 20.9 20.4 16.2 12.1 10.0 7.7 6.3 5.9 6.3 5.9 54 5.6 5.1 -76.3
Oakland, CA 31.8 348 35.3 33.6 32.0 23.9 18.8 20.9 15.9 14.5 19.6 18.6 21.5 213 15.8 -50.3
Oklahoma City, OK 19.0 15.5 17.3 25.1 16.3 16.8 18.4 19.6 13.5 17.1 11.0 12.0 10.7 12.7 13.4 -29.5
Omaha, NB 10.4 13.1 12.1 12.8 13.5 12.8 10.8 12.3 10.5 13.3 11.2 7.3 13.2 10.7 7.2 -30.8
Philadelphia, PA 25.2 23.9 24.8 25.0 23.8 25.3 25.1 25.3 22.0 20.0 21.2 18.5 20.5 22.8 21.8 -13.5
Phoenix, AZ 21.0 18.0 21.1 24.5 25.4 27.3 24.1 22.3 21.6 20.7 16.5 21.5 21.2 19.8 19.5 -7.1
Pittsburgh, PA 9.9 10.7 14.8 17.3 17.4 15.4 11.9 16.7 14.2 16.2 9.8 14.0 10.2 17.3 14.9 50.5
Portland, OR 143 15.7 14.7 154 16.9 14.1 141 16.3 10.8 114 8.0 6.6 9.3 8.9 9.2 -35.7
Sacramento, CA 24.3 27.8 30.6 42.2 34.5 32.2 24.0 25.9 16.9 19.4 16.9 174 20.5 194 20.9 -14.0
San Antonio, TX 23.4 24.7 26.0 28.3 23.3 194 16.6 13.2 13.5 9.9 11.3 12.0 12.1 10.5 9.4 -59.8
San Diego, CA 11.1 15.9 13.1 14.8 12.2 11.7 10.8 9.5 7.3 8.2 7.4 8.2 5.9 79 6.6 -40.5
San Francisco, CA 124 10.6 12.6 14.6 11.5 9.4 10.4 7.8 5.6 5.9 5.8 6.5 6.7 7.1 8.6 -30.6
San Jose, CA 8.1 8.7 8.0 8.3 7.6 8.1 5.2 5.1 5.7 4.6 4.0 33 5.3 3.5 5.3 -34.6
Seattle, WA 10.0 10.7 16.2 15.6 17.3 10.8 10.3 9.3 9.8 11.0 8.3 6.8 8.2 74 6.9 -31.0
St. Louis, MO 35.5 49.2 47.0 57.8 56.7 46.7 34.1 34.5 23.3 26.7 27.1 35.5 26.5 18.7 26.2 -26.2
Tucson, AZ 17.8 18.4 23.1 22.7 20.8 23.0 23.8 214 21.8 26.4 27.8 13.5 9.2 23.7 24.3 36.5
Tulsa, OK 15.0 15.8 153 19.3 21.6 13.9 16.1 16.7 16.2 17.0 15.0 25.9 35.0 22.1 18.6 24.0
Virginia Beach, VA 9.6 10.7 13.5 11.0 13.0 8.4 10.5 8.3 6.2 8.6 8.0 7.6 5.6 10.7 10.5 9.4
Washington, DC 45.9 47.6 46.8 50.7 40.8 39.0 39.1 33.0 24.8 24.2 22.6 25.5 30.1 25.7 22.3 -51.4
Wichita, KS 10.2 17.2 17.8 22.5 22.6 18.3 15.2 13.9 15.5 11.0 14.0 11.7 9.5 13.9 13.4 314

+ Per 100,000 population; age-adjusted to the year 2000 standard population. Population figures for 2000-2004 rates were calculated using 2000 U.S. Census figures, denominators for 1991-1999 rates were obtained by geo-
metric interpolation using 1990 and 2000 census data. 1999-2000 death rates are based on ICD-10 codes and 1990-1998 on ICD-9. 1990-1998 rates are multiplied by their comparability ratio to adjust for differences be-
tween ICD-9 and ICD-10. "---" Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.

* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.
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TABLE 3.16: SUICIDE RATE, 1990 - 2004

Annual Rate® Percent Change
City* 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 1990-2004
Albuquerque, NM 21.0 15.5 24.8 21.5 24.1 23.5 22.5 18.5 22.3 20.6 21.2 23.9 21.8 21.8 21.0 -0.1
Arlington, TX 115 14.5 184 104 134 144 14.0 9.5 11.6 9.0 10.9 10.5 10.6 12.2 9.4 -17.9
Atlanta, GA 15.8 14.7 18.1 134 13.9 14.5 14.4 133 9.2 12.7 8.5 10.7 11.8 7.7 13.8 -12.9
Austin, TX 15.1 11.6 13.1 16.8 12.4 9.1 11.2 10.9 11.6 10.0 11.0 12.9 15.2 12.8 13.6 -10.2
Baltimore, MD 8.9 10.9 10.4 15.6 12.7 114 12.1 10.8 9.7 9.1 9.4 9.7 7.8 6.9 5.6 -36.8
Boston, MA 8.9 8.1 7.4 6.1 8.2 7.1 8.3 9.7 8.3 5.2 5.5 5.1 3.9 6.8 4.2 -52.6
Charlotte, NC 141 119 10.9 12.1 10.0 115 8.2 10.8 10.7 8.8 7.7 12.1 13.5 10.0 13.2 -6.7
Chicago, IL 10.8 10.4 9.5 10.0 8.9 8.5 8.7 7.4 7.4 8.4 7.3 7.5 7.6 6.5 6.3 -41.4
Cincinnati, OH 16.7 16.5 13.2 134 10.8 9.7 10.8 134 8.9 10.5 11.2 10.2 11.5 11.1 13.3 -20.5
Cleveland, OH 12.0 14.9 14.1 154 13.1 14.7 14.6 12.2 10.1 10.8 12.2 13.8 11.7 11.3 12.2 2.1
Colorado Springs, CO 18.5 17.2 17.6 18.5 14.3 27.8 20.3 18.8 16.6 14.9 149 23.1 19.8 18.8 26.1 40.9
Columbus, OH 12.6 11.0 12.7 10.0 8.9 11.0 9.2 9.5 9.9 9.5 7.3 10.2 11.9 6.0 10.8 -14.0
Dallas, TX 13.7 17.7 14.8 16.9 13.3 13.1 10.7 11.8 10.7 9.7 7.9 10.5 9.8 10.6 10.3 -25.1
Denver, CO 25.1 20.2 19.4 22.1 21.1 22.5 21.5 13.2 13.4 12.8 16.3 13.5 15.6 13.5 16.2 -35.5
Detroit, MI 12.2 12.7 10.5 11.9 10.7 10.7 11.6 8.5 9.4 10.3 7.5 7.5 2.1 6.9 6.1 -49.8
El Paso, TX 13.7 12.2 11.5 124 11.2 10.2 11.3 8.5 7.0 6.0 9.9 7.0 9.8 8.7 8.3 -39.6
Fort Worth, TX 134 12.5 15.7 14.0 134 13.2 121 14.0 111 8.4 9.2 10.3 7.7 111 10.9 -19.0
Fresno, CA 16.6 13.6 19.2 134 14.6 16.2 10.9 16.3 133 14.5 9.3 119 9.8 12.0 14.8 -11.0
Honolulu, HI 11.8 10.0 11.3 13.7 13.0 11.8 10.0 10.6 11.1 11.3 12.1 11.6 11.5 10.4 10.9 -7.3
Houston, TX 15.0 149 14.5 15.7 14.8 11.4 13.6 11.8 12.1 11.7 10.6 119 12.2 11.4 12.0 -20.2
Indianapolis, IN 13.7 15.9 14.1 16.1 14.5 12.6 16.3 15.4 16.4 14.0 11.9 12.5 13.7 13.1 12.9 -6.2
Jacksonville, FL 18.6 17.0 15.0 15.0 11.9 12.5 13.9 114 15.3 12.0 12.7 13.9 134 16.0 15.6 -16.3
Kansas City, MO 14.9 16.8 15.2 13.1 15.9 14.0 16.9 124 11.5 18.0 15.5 14.9 12.1 10.5 12.1 -19.0
Las Vegas, NV 28.6 30.1 324 35.6 28.7 37.1 33.2 29.1 30.4 29.8 30.4 29.0 34.3 30.1 34.5 20.7 :
Long Beach, CA 13.9 14.8 13.1 14.2 11.2 13.3 11.5 11.2 12.3 10.2 9.7 11.2 13.7 9.9 9.3 -33.3 =
Los Angeles, CA 13.1 12.3 12.2 13.4 111 12.1 104 9.5 9.8 8.5 7.7 8.4 8.6 8.7 71 -45.6 g
Memphis, TN 15.9 14.4 12.0 11.1 13.0 13.1 11.5 11.0 13.1 9.8 9.8 9.5 10.6 9.5 8.6 -46.0 S
Mesa, AZ 14.9 19.8 14.9 20.6 18.1 18.5 14.5 14.6 15.7 14.7 14.3 16.6 19.2 16.0 19.6 31.2 3
Miami, FL 21.7 24.2 20.2 20.5 18.0 24.6 19.4 20.5 18.9 20.9 17.6 18.1 16.4 18.2 17.1 -21.3 8
Milwaukee, WI 15.1 124 134 11.7 12.1 115 13.1 11.2 14.4 10.9 134 11.8 8.8 119 14.2 -6.2 (-4
Minneapolis, MN 13.6 17.2 15.8 14.6 15.0 14.1 15.0 11.0 9.8 115 12.0 133 113 7.7 8.8 -35.5 E
Nashville-Davidson, TN 13.4 16.0 13.0 13.3 13.0 12.9 11.6 14.1 13.1 12.9 12.6 12.3 14.5 12.8 12.6 -6.3 >
New Orleans, LA 14.9 12.0 14.8 11.9 13.1 11.1 12.9 12.2 8.9 10.2 11.4 10.4 10.5 7.0 8.9 -40.4
New York, NY 8.0 8.6 8.0 6.9 7.8 7.4 7.0 6.7 6.4 5.8 4.9 5.5 6.0 5.8 6.0 -24.7
Oakland, CA 10.7 9.5 11.2 124 8.2 9.1 8.6 8.8 9.9 8.9 7.6 5.2 11.0 8.0 8.4 -21.2
Oklahoma City, OK 15.5 14.7 16.0 20.3 14.9 16.2 14.0 15.3 14.5 15.3 14.8 14.1 14.5 12.7 14.1 -9.3
Omaha, NB 16.6 144 13.1 11.1 114 12.1 12.5 12.8 11.6 14.2 10.2 8.8 15.2 11.8 10.5 -36.9
Philadelphia, PA 13.2 10.8 13.0 11.2 11.1 11.1 12.5 12.2 10.7 10.2 10.8 9.5 10.8 114 10.7 -19.2
Phoenix, AZ 18.9 16.5 15.2 19.2 16.8 19.0 17.6 15.8 154 134 13.9 13.9 15.3 14.7 14.7 -22.3
Pittsburgh, PA 14.7 124 149 125 12.0 11.7 8.1 134 15.2 12.8 9.6 12.2 10.0 12.1 15.2 3.1
Portland, OR 17.3 17.5 18.2 18.2 21.6 17.9 17.8 18.3 14.6 14.9 12.8 11.2 15.5 16.6 15.1 -12.9
Sacramento, CA 25.4 23.6 22.2 311 26.9 27.6 21.4 27.3 17.8 20.0 15.0 14.8 20.5 21.7 227 -10.6
San Antonio, TX 14.3 15.0 15.7 14.1 15.4 15.9 14.1 11.0 12.3 114 12.1 12.2 11.0 114 10.2 -28.9
San Diego, CA 12.2 16.2 143 16.2 13.9 14.1 14.5 11.0 129 12.7 12.8 104 10.8 123 104 -14.4
San Francisco, CA 15.6 18.5 18.1 16.6 17.3 16.9 15.4 13.1 11.2 9.6 10.8 11.9 9.5 11.8 11.6 -25.8
San Jose, CA 10.3 111 7.4 8.7 9.9 9.5 6.5 9.5 7.7 7.1 71 5.2 8.3 7.6 9.2 -10.3
Seattle, WA 14.4 15.8 17.1 15.8 17.5 16.3 15.7 10.8 14.2 15.1 12.2 10.4 11.2 13.0 12.2 -15.5
St. Louis, MO 11.1 13.7 12.9 11.7 14.5 15.3 124 14.1 9.9 13.7 12.2 14.2 11.4 14.1 13.0 17.6
Tucson, AZ 20.6 20.0 224 214 22.7 21.3 21.2 20.0 22.2 29.0 24.5 14.8 11.2 23.2 25.0 21.2
Tulsa, OK 9.7 13.1 13.6 17.3 15.9 15.8 16.8 15.7 17.5 14.6 18.5 29.4 324 19.2 14.5 50.1
Virginia Beach, VA 14.2 13.7 15.3 12.1 12.4 10.1 10.5 8.3 11.0 11.7 9.5 10.7 9.1 10.8 12.8 -10.1
Washington, DC 6.1 5.3 5.1 6.6 4.5 6.1 5.6 5.6 6.8 5.1 3.8 6.6 5.2 6.0 5.6 -7.8
Wichita, KS 149 13.4 14.0 13.9 17.9 13.4 15.7 14.4 15.4 11.6 12.0 12.7 11.8 14.0 15.2 1.7

+ Per 100,000 population; age-adjusted to the year 2000 standard population. Population figures for 2000-2004 rates were calculated using 2000 U.S. Census figures, denominators for 1991-1999 rates were obtained by geo-
metric interpolation using 1990 and 2000 census data. 1999-2000 death rates are based on ICD-10 codes and 1990-1998 on ICD-9. 1990-1998 rates are multiplied by their comparability ratio to adjust for differences be-
tween ICD-9 and ICD-10. "---" Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.

* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.
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TaBLE 3.17: HIV-RELATED MORTALITY RATE, 1990 - 2004

Annual Rate® Percent Change
City* 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 1990-2004
Albuquerque, NM 8.7 12.2 13.9 14.4 16.7 16.5 10.2 5.2 5.0 45
Arlington, TX 9.4 --- 10.5 10.8 10.1 8.8 8.2 --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
Atlanta, GA 82.6 100.7 123.6 1228 135.5 135.6 115.0 61.2 54.2 65.3 50.3 54.0 44.6 37.6 42.1
Austin, TX 21.5 29.4 32.9 32.5 38.3 37.3 22.7 12.0 6.1 10.3 6.7 6.7 7.0 7.8 5.8
Baltimore, MD 385 47.4 66.3 83.1 105.6 107.6 86.5 54.2 49.1 55.7 52.5 53.6 60.4 62.2 50.5
Boston, MA 37.3 41.2 47.3 54.4 56.5 53.5 36.9 15.0 2.1 11.1 11.3 124 14.5 10.6 9.7
Charlotte, NC 13.2 19.5 26.5 314 34.4 36.4 31.9 17.7 14.9 15.8 16.5 16.8 18.9 15.1 153
Chicago, IL 21.5 26.7 28.0 34.0 35.1 36.9 29.5 13.6 13.1 13.6 11.1 13.0 11.9 10.4 9.7
Cincinnati, OH 13.8 12.1 18.4 20.4 24.6 29.0 16.8 8.3 --- 8.6 8.9 --- 6.8 6.6 ---
Cleveland, OH 11.2 15.8 18.9 217 22.3 316 23.0 10.5 9.9 10.1 9.9 7.3 8.7 10.0 7.9
Colorado Springs, CO 7.9 9.5 9.3 7.0 6.8
Columbus, OH 13.4 12.2 12.7 17.0 19.6 22.0 18.7 6.8 4.5 5.7 4.9 5.3 5.2 5.6 3.5
Dallas, TX 35.0 37.5 39.1 47.4 44.8 42.4 31.2 16.0 13.5 13.5 12.9 12.3 12.7 12.7 134
Denver, CO 38.3 42.9 42.2 47.7 44.2 41.8 26.9 13.1 9.4 10.4 8.4 7.7 91 7.0 10.0
Detroit, MI 17.0 22.0 28.2 36.1 38.0 429 25.5 17.8 17.7 13.4 14.3 15.4 13.7 13.4 12.0
El Paso, TX --- 5.4 7.9 10.0 124 12.3 10.3 8.0 4.7 4.4 3.9 4.0 4.9 5.7 6.2
Fort Worth, TX 14.8 16.1 20.3 22.8 27.0 24.5 153 11.3 7.9 115 9.5 9.8 9.5 6.6 9.6
Fresno, CA 13.1 18.6 17.1 15.7 21.2 19.8 14.8 --- 7.7 6.1 5.6 7.4 5.9 7.8 ---
Honolulu, HI 14.0 15.2 12.4 17.8 18.1 16.6 8.5 5.9 --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
Houston, TX 36.8 38.4 46.8 43.4 47.9 43.3 30.0 18.1 14.8 15.3 15.8 15.1 15.6 14.0 14.1
Indianapolis, IN 10.8 10.3 124 11.6 15.5 17.3 12.6 7.7 6.2 5.0 3.5 5.7 5.6 4.1 5.5
Jacksonville, FL 11.8 14.5 19.9 19.6 27.0 30.5 18.1 119 11.9 115 12.2 9.6 133 11.7 11.0
Kansas City, MO 17.7 18.2 23.8 28.0 27.0 26.5 17.2 8.6 9.1 7.1 8.1 7.4 --- 5.5 9.4
Las Vegas, NV 12.9 15.7 21.5 26.6 31.0 30.5 17.1 8.4 8.9 8.7 8.9 8.3 8.1 8.8 8.2 ';
Long Beach, CA 46.8 44.1 50.2 55.3 53.0 46.6 35.1 15.2 10.2 13.4 11.5 12.6 10.9 9.8 111 =
Los Angeles, CA 384 38.4 414 42.2 44.2 40.8 26.9 11.8 9.5 9.6 8.4 9.1 8.3 8.7 8.9 g
Memphis, TN 8.8 12.0 15.0 18.6 26.2 28.3 22.0 21.1 18.1 18.9 18.2 194 25.6 16.0 18.0 S
Mesa, AZ 7.8 9.1 9.7 =
Miami, FL 96.1 104.8 111.6 1187 1469 1459 110.8 65.5 66.1 70.9 68.1 70.0 61.6 54.2 58.4 8
Milwaukee, WI 7.7 11.0 15.3 18.4 13.8 17.8 12.8 6.8 4.8 6.0 6.4 7.7 7.0 5.5 5.6 (-4
Minneapolis, MN 20.7 28.6 24.0 311 33.9 33.7 24.9 8.9 7.0 7.6 8.0 6.9 6.2 6.9 --- E
Nashville-Davidson, TN 11.1 9.3 12.6 17.1 18.2 22.8 18.3 11.3 9.6 8.1 10.2 11.7 10.3 12.5 14.1 >
New Orleans, LA 30.4 49.1 57.4 61.3 58.0 69.5 47.5 29.0 30.5 28.8 28.2 25.6 23.0 27.9 27.2
New York, NY 61.6 70.9 77.8 81.9 97.0 94.0 67.1 34.5 25.4 25.5 23.5 22.1 21.5 20.5 18.2
Oakland, CA 35.0 37.7 46.4 45.5 54.0 48.5 40.0 20.0 124 14.7 12.7 10.7 10.7 104 9.9
Oklahoma City, OK 6.3 11.3 15.0 15.0 14.9 17.7 13.8 8.3 4.6 6.0 4.8 7.3 5.3 6.8 4.9
Omaha, NB --- 8.3 8.1 8.0 9.5 7.6 10.8 --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
Philadelphia, PA 22.3 29.5 32.0 35.0 44.5 48.6 38.4 22.1 18.0 19.9 18.8 18.2 18.0 16.6 16.1
Phoenix, AZ 11.6 13.8 16.3 19.4 18.9 18.9 13.9 6.9 5.1 5.8 6.1 5.4 5.4 7.0 5.6
Pittsburgh, PA 15.5 12.3 15.5 23.3 18.6 21.2 11.6 7.6 --- --- --- --- --- 7.9 ---
Portland, OR 20.1 27.9 26.5 26.8 323 313 20.3 8.2 4.9 5.9 4.2 6.3 7.0 8.0 4.4
Sacramento, CA 28.0 321 36.2 42.5 53.1 46.0 32.0 10.2 10.1 11.1 10.0 9.2 10.4 10.1 7.0
San Antonio, TX 14.0 15.2 18.4 18.0 19.7 18.9 16.9 8.8 7.2 6.9 71 7.1 5.9 6.4 6.8
San Diego, CA 31.0 31.8 34.7 40.5 45.7 38.6 22.3 8.9 6.3 8.9 7.3 6.8 7.4 5.8 7.6
San Francisco, CA 147.3 159.7 165.7 159.6 152.1 138.8 92,9 31.0 24.0 24.3 24,5 24.4 20.0 21.5 21.7
San Jose, CA 9.7 10.3 11.6 13.1 12.8 12.3 71 24 --- 24 3.0 2.6 3.5 2.7 2.3
Seattle, WA 32.2 42.2 42.9 53.1 54.2 56.7 36.1 12.7 9.4 6.9 8.1 8.0 7.3 10.3 7.8
St. Louis, MO 17.0 273 29.7 25.6 30.7 36.4 23.0 12.1 15.5 13.1 13.7 11.4 12.3 9.7 10.3
Tucson, AZ 8.5 12.1 16.4 17.1 20.5 23.5 15.3 7.1 4.9 6.6 4.6 --- 4.5 5.8 5.3
Tulsa, OK 9.9 10.1 12.7 13.2 184 13.1 11.0 6.8 6.2 --- 7.7 7.9 6.6 5.7 ---
Virginia Beach, VA --- 6.5 114 9.3 9.4 9.9 5.6 --- --- 4.5 --- --- --- --- ---
Washington, DC 68.0 71.4 88.0 103.7 119.2 116.5 97.5 49.8 46.1 46.1 44.6 38.7 41.2 43.0 41.1
Wichita, KS 8.5 11.1 11.2 11.0 8.0 15.7 9.6 --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---

+ Per 100,000 population; age-adjusted to the year 2000 standard population. Population figures for 2000-2004 rates were calculated using 2000 U.S. Census figures, denominators for 1991-1999 rates were obtained by geo-
metric interpolation using 1990 and 2000 census data. 1999-2000 death rates are based on ICD-10 codes and 1990-1998 on ICD-9. 1990-1998 rates are multiplied by their comparability ratio to adjust for differences be-
tween ICD-9 and ICD-10. "---" Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.

* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.
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TABLE 3.18: PNEUMONIA AND INFLUENZA MORTALITY RATE, 1990 - 2004

Annual Rate® Percent Change
City* 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 1990-2004
Albuquerque, NM 21.1 22.1 21.1 24.0 28.3 26.5 23.2 244 249 28.5 20.4 25.2 29.9 25.7 21.4 4.8
Arlington, TX 27.1 243 15.0 16.0 15.5 18.5 13.3 243 20.6 22.5 19.3 20.1 14.5 19.6 17.8 24
Atlanta, GA 333 33.5 313 37.2 36.3 318 36.5 35.6 321 35.1 38.6 28.9 334 25.2 18.4 1.7
Austin, TX 24.3 19.0 20.1 16.9 20.0 16.0 19.5 18.9 22.2 15.8 17.4 15.3 12.1 14.3 13.2 2.2
Baltimore, MD 33.0 29.5 28.9 314 29.0 328 35.0 315 29.9 29.1 30.4 283 27.6 29.7 26.9 2.5
Boston, MA 35.4 36.3 35.3 38.2 36.6 323 349 35.1 37.0 29.6 31.2 324 30.8 30.0 27.1 2.2
Charlotte, NC 20.2 22.5 19.3 23.2 21.0 24.2 24.6 23.8 32.8 31.2 23.9 22.2 26.8 24.6 17.1 4.2
Chicago, IL 32.3 31.8 28.0 32.7 27.9 28.9 27.1 27.8 27.2 311 26.6 25.3 25.7 26.0 22.4 2.2
Cincinnati, OH 31.6 31.2 24.5 33.6 26.8 321 27.7 23.7 27.3 24.6 22.1 24.2 22.4 22.8 19.5 2.0
Cleveland, OH 25.3 23.7 23.0 24.6 20.3 234 22.6 223 23.9 19.1 22.9 16.5 19.2 14.6 16.2 2.5
Colorado Springs, CO 36.1 35.8 28.4 25.3 29.9 322 30.1 25.6 249 26.2 18.9 214 23.4 20.3 19.1 1.5
Columbus, OH 21.7 22.7 22.8 22.1 21.3 25.8 18.8 21.3 25.1 21.3 19.6 24.2 22.2 26.4 26.5 5.6
Dallas, TX 24.4 22.6 20.7 19.0 20.8 17.0 20.3 19.6 18.8 17.0 20.2 22.3 19.4 184 16.2 2.7
Denver, CO 29.5 26.2 28.0 30.4 27.9 24.6 26.6 19.3 24.9 26.4 18.2 15.3 23.3 20.3 21.9 2.5
Detroit, MI 316 27.9 28.5 319 317 32.1 33.5 30.7 316 318 314 32.0 24.8 20.8 22.9 2.3
El Paso, TX 17.4 17.9 18.6 15.2 16.9 16.2 17.5 19.4 14.7 19.8 11.6 20.4 17.0 10.8 17.2 5.7
Fort Worth, TX 25.8 19.7 22.7 26.7 21.1 22.1 17.4 21.8 184 21.1 21.5 19.8 17.1 20.4 15.9 2.4
Fresno, CA 28.5 33.0 34.7 30.6 33.5 315 35.8 34.8 43.9 13.7 31.7 34.5 37.5 319 34.7 4.3
Honolulu, HI 27.0 27.7 21.7 22.5 16.7 23.4 24.4 23.9 21.5 23.0 18.5 17.9 17.2 19.8 17.5 2.4
Houston, TX 28.5 23.0 20.9 19.5 19.5 18.9 21.5 22.1 22.6 21.6 22.8 25.9 23.3 20.8 20.0 2.5
Indianapolis, IN 26.3 25.0 26.8 29.5 28.0 28.8 25.3 25.1 27.6 242 18.5 23.0 20.7 16.7 19.3 2.8
Jacksonville, FL 22.5 18.9 18.6 21.6 23.2 24.8 21.8 22.1 24.3 25.5 26.3 24.9 329 31.0 26.5 5.2
Kansas City, MO 20.9 24.8 23.5 23.5 26.7 32.3 26.2 25.9 24.0 27.2 18.9 25.3 18.1 22.0 14.5 3.3 <
Las Vegas, NV 26.3 21.0 27.9 33.7 32.8 33.6 36.8 35.7 27.9 35.6 33.9 34.9 35.8 33.0 39.6 57 =)
Long Beach, CA 34.7 34.2 38.1 343 30.1 27.9 35.3 36.8 39.6 18.9 30.2 29.5 29.1 27.3 23.3 1.9 ‘_\:
Los Angeles, CA 34.0 32.5 324 33.0 30.0 30.7 31.9 35.0 38.2 22.8 371 35.1 36.8 37.3 33.7 2.9 E‘
Memphis, TN 32.8 29.1 31.2 36.5 36.5 32.7 37.0 36.2 31.8 29.5 35.5 33.6 28.4 27.2 25.8 2.4 8
Mesa, AZ 28.1 30.7 26.0 27.5 25.8 20.1 17.9 18.1 24.4 29.9 26.4 25.8 26.2 25.1 19.1 2.4 S'
Miami, FL 26.1 19.0 24.3 263 26.0 27.0 25.3 24.3 25.2 33.0 21.9 28.9 26.3 27.1 28.0 41 o
Milwaukee, WI 26.1 28.5 25.3 27.9 25.1 249 25.1 214 23.3 27.7 26.9 20.2 21.3 22.4 17.0 2.5 :
Minneapolis, MN 29.1 27.2 24.7 27.6 27.4 26.0 23.1 25.3 23.8 20.0 23.3 18.1 18.6 184 13.9 1.6 E
Nashville-Davidson, TN 31.5 30.4 31.9 28.8 36.3 32.5 27.9 31.2 31.6 25.4 22.4 19.7 23.8 23.3 21.0 2.1 >
New Orleans, LA 17.6 16.7 18.8 15.5 16.0 16.7 16.5 14.9 13.7 19.2 18.2 17.9 14.9 13.9 16.7 5.4
New York, NY 36.5 315 26.1 28.7 244 25.1 25.2 243 24,9 33.5 33.3 318 321 34.0 37.1 2.8
Oakland, CA 32.3 28.8 29.5 30.5 27.4 30.4 29.8 37.2 34.3 144 24.1 27.0 26.5 24.2 26.7 2.6
Oklahoma City, OK 26.8 25.8 28.1 27.6 29.5 25.6 24.8 23.5 26.2 21.3 19.0 20.0 17.7 20.6 21.4 3.0
Omaha, NB 26.3 25.7 22.5 26.5 22.3 24.1 20.0 21.7 27.2 24.7 23.0 18.1 20.9 20.2 20.7 3.0
Philadelphia, PA 24,5 20.7 21.1 24.1 21.8 22.0 21.4 22.5 23.7 22.2 22.6 19.6 17.5 17.9 16.2 2.7
Phoenix, AZ 34.2 30.7 26.3 29.3 25.6 249 23.3 21.9 22.8 26.1 26.3 20.2 24.7 24.2 22.4 1.9
Pittsburgh, PA 28.3 27.9 26.1 30.8 29.3 26.4 28.5 30.0 23.8 26.4 24.6 23.2 24.4 20.8 18.7 2.3
Portland, OR 30.5 21.1 23.9 23.2 25.4 25.3 24.8 19.9 25.3 20.3 22.1 18.3 18.6 14.8 13.2 1.4
Sacramento, CA 46.3 47.0 51.4 52.2 59.0 69.9 3.5 0.4 6.1 33.5 51.8 53.2 53.1 52.0 45.7 21
San Antonio, TX 26.0 23.2 26.0 21.7 21.6 20.0 18.9 21.1 19.9 24.2 23.1 16.2 19.5 20.0 15.3 2.3
San Diego, CA 27.1 27.2 28.9 29.3 26.8 24.7 28.1 29.6 32.6 13.8 29.9 28.9 23.8 23.2 16.8 2.3
San Francisco, CA 33.5 334 30.6 35.8 33.1 36.2 33.5 393 41.7 19.4 34.8 329 343 29.6 28.3 2.5
San Jose, CA 27.8 34.6 36.3 37.2 373 36.6 37.0 38.1 37.0 17.3 31.6 27.2 32.6 28.9 27.0 3.5
Seattle, WA 24.4 24.7 24.1 27.9 27.0 25.1 25.2 24.6 25.6 23.1 19.9 15.1 16.0 22.3 13.9 2.3
St. Louis, MO 26.9 28.7 26.7 318 314 30.3 32.8 29.5 28.8 32.7 32.2 26.4 27.3 273 22.1 3.1
Tucson, AZ 23.5 25.4 26.3 27.6 26.1 249 37.3 323 31.6 54.8 40.2 17.4 18.1 47.6 41.2 7.5
Tulsa, OK 24.1 25.6 25.0 29.1 24.7 24.6 26.8 19.5 22.7 20.1 16.1 51.4 52.2 23.8 21.5 3.7
Virginia Beach, VA 26.4 23.5 28.6 19.3 22.3 21.5 18.9 21.8 20.8 22.8 17.6 20.2 214 29.0 25.9 3.7
Washington, DC 26.5 23.5 26.7 25.2 24.4 27.7 25.6 23.4 25.5 20.4 19.6 15.2 14.3 15.3 16.2 2.3
Wichita, KS 234 235 22.7 25.1 20.5 244 23.9 274 22.7 20.5 21.8 14.8 22.2 25.4 15.1 2.8

+ Per 100,000 population; age-adjusted to the year 2000 standard population. Population figures for 2000-2004 rates were calculated using 2000 U.S. Census figures, denominators for 1991-1999 rates were obtained by geo-
metric interpolation using 1990 and 2000 census data. 1999-2000 death rates are based on ICD-10 codes and 1990-1998 on ICD-9. 1990-1998 rates are multiplied by their comparability ratio to adjust for differences be-
tween ICD-9 and ICD-10. "---" Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.

* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.
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TaBLE 3.19: DIABETES MORTALITY RATE, 1990 - 2004

Annual Rate® Percent Change
City* 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 1990-2004
Albuquerque, NM 23.2 32.6 25.4 28.1 30.5 26.0 27.8 23.6 25.8 27.0 26.5 30.7 32.7 24.6 30.0 29.1
Arlington, TX 32.5 20.3 --- 21.1 21.8 27.9 19.8 20.4 25.1 214 15.5 26.3 24.6 17.0 27.6 -15.1
Atlanta, GA 22.8 24.0 26.0 314 28.4 34.6 29.4 35.1 38.1 34.6 34.7 32.6 30.6 27.7 20.4 -10.6
Austin, TX 21.6 17.9 26.5 27.4 28.4 28.8 24.1 29.1 24.3 27.3 22.0 29.9 26.4 26.7 29.9 38.3
Baltimore, MD 36.2 40.5 38.6 41.9 40.7 45.1 46.5 45.5 48.6 449 45.8 43.9 41.7 40.4 38.5 6.5
Boston, MA 24.6 26.1 25.5 244 24.5 24.6 19.8 248 23.8 22.4 19.8 21.2 28.5 24.2 21.6 -12.4
Charlotte, NC 23.5 29.8 24.4 27.3 26.8 28.6 29.7 29.8 27.5 27.4 25.8 28.6 31.7 27.7 25.8 9.6
Chicago, IL 28.3 29.0 28.8 30.8 32.2 30.8 313 29.4 313 32.5 29.4 32.8 30.0 31.2 28.4 0.4
Cincinnati, OH 26.0 32.6 29.8 30.3 29.6 36.1 40.6 43.4 44.2 48.4 a4.7 42.0 49.7 51.6 42.2 62.6
Cleveland, OH 36.4 35.8 39.7 36.0 44.2 40.0 36.6 39.1 30.6 30.6 34.2 35.0 35.9 34.0 314 -13.6
Colorado Springs, CO 15.8 16.1 12.8 12.6 12.2 16.7 144 17.6 17.1 20.0 15.9 21.4 15.5 15.7 16.2 2.8
Columbus, OH 34.6 35.0 34.2 29.5 324 40.1 44.7 47.6 41.9 39.1 39.2 47.0 42.4 37.3 38.9 12.3
Dallas, TX 25.0 25.3 29.5 31.0 27.5 30.1 26.4 27.0 28.4 24.8 28.5 24.3 29.3 24.6 25.2 0.6
Denver, CO 10.9 22.3 20.0 194 21.7 19.2 22,5 20.8 18.6 23.0 20.0 18.8 21.8 21.9 21.5 97.1
Detroit, MI 35.4 38.6 34.6 339 37.2 349 334 35.8 32.3 35.2 34.1 333 37.1 27.6 324 -8.3
El Paso, TX 36.3 33.5 29.7 49.6 46.5 50.9 42.3 45.2 49.0 53.0 49.9 41.9 50.0 54.1 45.8 26.3
Fort Worth, TX 30.5 26.1 28.7 34.4 30.3 311 35.9 35.4 38.1 40.1 30.5 34.9 39.9 38.7 35.0 14.7
Fresno, CA 23.7 21.7 23.1 25.9 36.6 30.4 30.9 31.2 38.6 36.4 36.4 33.1 33.6 38.1 41.2 73.6
Honolulu, HI 13.5 15.3 14.2 16.6 10.2 114 16.4 13.9 15.9 15.4 12.4 11.2 14.7 14.8 13.5 -0.3
Houston, TX 28.7 31.5 31.5 35.8 35.1 34.6 34.2 36.5 34.2 27.9 31.9 33.8 33.7 33.0 31.9 11.2
Indianapolis, IN 26.4 23.4 28.3 25.9 26.6 29.0 29.4 29.9 27.9 25.1 30.3 28.5 23.8 30.1 28.9 9.6
Jacksonville, FL 28.7 25.7 25.5 25.8 26.1 314 28.1 28.9 29.2 36.1 34.0 33.2 33.8 39.1 371 29.3
Kansas City, MO 22.8 25.5 24.2 25.9 30.3 27.6 27.5 26.8 30.6 334 31.0 34.2 29.7 33.3 25.9 13.5 o
Las Vegas, NV 17.9 25.8 24.7 22.8 22.3 28.4 29.9 223 24,9 17.8 20.5 25.8 24.4 23.2 24,1 348 NS
Long Beach, CA 12.3 124 15.4 17.4 18.1 22.2 17.5 213 234 21.1 27.2 21.9 25.0 32.8 26.7 116.7 ?':
Los Angeles, CA 17.9 17.5 17.0 18.0 23.2 23.6 26.6 26.5 26.1 28.5 26.3 27.8 29.6 321 30.4 70.1 E‘
Memphis, TN 19.2 18.0 20.0 22.1 23.4 24.9 30.7 28.3 31.9 37.1 40.7 40.5 35.2 40.8 34.8 81.3 8
Mesa, AZ 12.2 14.2 13.1 14.6 18.2 15.5 20.6 19.5 27.4 24.6 19.0 25.9 30.0 28.5 24.1 97.2 S'
Miami, FL 326 30.0 33.1 34.2 30.5 34.2 33.8 35.7 39.1 39.6 37.5 37.0 38.9 43.4 39.8 22.0 o
Milwaukee, WI 26.9 244 23.1 26.2 27.0 26.6 27.0 28.4 27.5 313 29.9 33.1 29.1 33.2 33.3 23.9 :
Minneapolis, MN 18.7 22.0 20.0 25.8 26.2 30.0 34.9 27.2 30.9 33.2 34.0 29.6 33.9 29.9 23.0 23.1 E
Nashville-Davidson, TN 22.9 23.8 29.5 29.6 29.8 27.7 29.7 32.8 28.7 29.6 30.6 30.9 30.0 27.2 321 40.0 >
New Orleans, LA 447 56.6 46.0 55.3 53.8 55.1 60.0 61.7 74.3 70.5 60.7 67.1 64.8 65.1 66.3 48.2
New York, NY 17.3 17.7 184 18.4 248 23.7 22.4 22.0 21.9 23.5 22.6 22.8 22,5 24.8 22.8 32.0
Oakland, CA 194 21.2 16.9 20.7 23.1 29.3 29.8 28.6 24.8 33.5 30.4 28.0 27.0 33.1 30.1 55.2
Oklahoma City, OK 15.3 17.1 18.9 23.0 18.2 18.5 18.0 30.8 28.3 27.1 25.9 28.8 30.7 27.7 26.2 71.8
Omaha, NB 15.8 20.2 16.4 19.0 17.5 19.8 22.2 21.4 18.0 24.7 21.5 25.1 24.6 26.4 277 75.8
Philadelphia, PA 26.6 28.9 26.8 28.5 28.8 28.4 28.4 29.5 27.0 26.5 27.7 28.9 27.2 27.6 26.6 0.1
Phoenix, AZ 18.0 19.0 21.4 20.2 21.7 25.1 27.6 27.3 25.6 25.3 24.1 25.8 28.1 24.6 229 27.4
Pittsburgh, PA 28.2 28.6 23.8 27.7 26.5 25.4 31.0 36.7 28.4 28.3 30.0 39.9 30.2 27.6 24.2 -14.1
Portland, OR 18.8 22.4 21.2 19.1 20.9 24.2 23.9 32.2 28.5 35.0 30.2 33.9 27.9 30.5 34.1 81.5
Sacramento, CA 26.8 22.3 24.0 31.6 31.8 39.3 38.1 35.0 41.3 43.5 34.6 40.4 37.0 42.9 42.5 58.8
San Antonio, TX 30.9 32.1 31.5 42.5 37.7 373 39.3 41.4 44.7 44.2 50.5 49.3 49.0 51.8 49.8 61.1
San Diego, CA 12.2 10.8 13.0 12.5 16.3 16.5 14.6 18.9 16.5 17.4 20.3 21.0 17.5 19.0 21.7 77.6
San Francisco, CA 12.6 14.3 13.2 14.3 14.5 11.7 17.1 17.6 12.6 18.7 13.5 18.3 15.1 17.1 17.0 34.7
San Jose, CA 17.8 14.1 17.2 15.0 22.4 26.0 21.2 24.2 21.0 26.1 22.2 21.7 18.7 24.8 28.0 57.5
Seattle, WA 21.5 18.6 23.1 19.0 24.5 24.6 28.4 24.9 25.4 27.2 22.0 24.1 28.1 27.2 24.6 14.3
St. Louis, MO 32.3 33.8 29.3 323 32.2 32.8 38.0 33.6 38.7 47.4 33.8 40.1 37.1 39.3 35.6 10.1
Tucson, AZ 15.5 20.2 22.7 19.9 21.3 26.5 22.3 249 244 30.9 35.9 22.7 20.8 37.1 40.7 163.4
Tulsa, OK 13.1 14.2 20.5 19.8 22.8 14.8 219 25.3 26.6 29.7 30.7 35.1 41.7 24.4 27.3 107.9
Virginia Beach, VA 14.9 14.9 22.2 19.0 15.6 21.1 29.3 17.2 20.5 28.7 214 21.6 19.6 18.8 214 43.2
Washington, DC 34.4 30.6 30.7 36.0 34.6 39.0 36.3 36.9 34.5 39.3 39.3 37.3 34.0 32.0 39.8 15.6
Wichita, KS 21.7 244 23.7 19.6 249 29.2 30.1 29.0 29.9 24.6 243 29.0 283 284 30.5 40.5

+ Per 100,000 population; age-adjusted to the year 2000 standard population. Population figures for 2000-2004 rates were calculated using 2000 U.S. Census figures, denominators for 1991-1999 rates were obtained by geo-
metric interpolation using 1990 and 2000 census data. 1999-2000 death rates are based on ICD-10 codes and 1990-1998 on ICD-9. 1990-1998 rates are multiplied by their comparability ratio to adjust for differences be-
tween ICD-9 and ICD-10. "---" Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.

* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.
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TaBLE 3.20: INFANT MORTALITY RATE, 1990 - 2003

Annual Rate® Percent Change
City* 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 1990-2003
Albuquerque, NM 8.1 9.4 7.1 10.0 11.0 6.4 5.4 4.8 7.0 6.9 6.5 5.7 6.9 4.5
Arlington, TX 9.9 7.8 8.2 6.7 7.6 6.6 6.5 8.3 6.2 8.5 6.7 8.2 6.5 6.2
Atlanta, GA 15.6 14.4 133 13.7 12.2 124 10.1 10.0 9.9 9.2 7.8 7.7 --- ---
Austin, TX 6.4 5.8 6.0 5.1 6.3 5.1 5.2 5.9 5.3 5.1 4.6 5.3 4.6 6.2
Baltimore, MD 15.0 13.2 14.9 14.5 13.8 124 12.0 14.0 12.6 14.1 11.7 11.3 9.9 12.8
Boston, MA 10.0 8.4 10.4 10.0 2.1 6.7 7.1 8.0 5.8 7.4 6.7 7.2 6.9 6.1
Charlotte, NC 12.0 9.9 10.9 10.3 9.5 6.0 6.3 7.9 7.4 6.5 8.9 8.3 8.6 7.2
Chicago, IL 15.6 15.2 13.3 13.7 12.5 12.8 11.5 11.2 11.3 12.2 10.9 9.5 9.0 10.0
Cincinnati, OH 14.8 11.7 13.6 13.6 12.3 14.9 13.1 12.6 12.3 13.7 12.9 14.1 12.3 10.3
Cleveland, OH 17.9 17.0 16.7 16.2 15.6 16.3 12.0 13.6 10.7 13.0 13.2 11.2 14.7 10.0
Colorado Springs, CO 10.4 2.1 9.7 9.1 6.7 5.2 7.2 7.5 8.0 8.8 7.7 6.2 6.9 7.2
Columbus, OH 11.9 10.9 10.0 10.4 9.9 12.6 10.9 9.7 9.1 9.8 9.9 9.2 10.8 9.8
Dallas, TX 9.4 8.9 8.6 8.7 7.3 7.0 5.8 6.3 6.6 6.7 54 6.5 6.7 8.1
Denver, CO 11.6 10.8 10.0 8.7 8.8 8.3 6.1 7.7 8.6 6.2 6.0 5.3 7.1 6.9
Detroit, MI 20.3 194 21.3 17.1 16.8 15.6 15.1 15.1 14.7 14.6 14.8 14.0 16.7 16.4
El Paso, TX 6.0 6.4 7.0 6.1 5.0 4.8 5.1 4.4 5.9 5.0 4.4 5.0 3.5 3.9
Fort Worth, TX 10.6 10.0 8.8 9.7 9.8 7.9 5.1 8.3 7.6 9.2 6.3 8.7 7.5 8.8
Fresno, CA 9.4 10.6 10.7 8.7 10.9 8.1 7.3 9.3 6.7 6.7 6.8 5.9 8.3 7.0
Honolulu, HI 6.5 6.5 7.0 5.9 7.0 6.5 5.5 8.5 5.2 6.9 7.2 6.3 6.0 8.0
Houston, TX 9.3 9.4 2.0 8.6 8.5 6.6 6.6 6.5 6.5 6.5 5.1 5.5 7.1 6.9
Indianapolis, IN 12.4 10.8 12.2 10.5 10.2 9.6 10.3 10.3 8.0 11.0 9.9 7.8 8.5 9.4
Jacksonville, FL 121 11.0 8.7 9.8 9.0 9.4 8.1 9.9 9.8 10.6 9.3 11.3 9.6 10.2
Kansas City, MO 11.2 12.7 11.8 12.0 10.3 9.7 10.9 8.2 8.8 8.9 7.2 7.6 9.8 8.3
Las Vegas, NV 5.1 6.0 5.5 3.4 5.6 3.7 4.8 4.9 5.2 4.9 3.8 5.7 5.3 3.7 2
Long Beach, CA 8.7 8.7 4.9 8.2 2.3 8.1 4.8 4.4 7.0 6.1 6.6 4.6 4.3 7.0 =
Los Angeles, CA 8.2 8.2 7.8 7.6 7.2 6.7 6.0 6.3 5.6 6.1 4.9 5.6 5.8 5.5 g
Memphis, TN 16.9 16.3 16.4 16.0 16.8 17.5 14.3 14.3 16.3 133 16.1 14.9 16.7 17.3 S
Mesa, AZ 6.7 7.4 7.5 7.8 6.4 6.0 7.9 6.7 7.8 7.6 7.2 5.2 5.2 6.0 3
Miami, FL 6.3 5.3 43 49 41 3.9 43 3.8 4.7 5.2 5.4 4.9 47 5.0 8
Milwaukee, WI 12.6 11.2 10.6 11.3 13.1 12.3 12.7 10.2 12.0 10.5 114 115 12.1 114 (-4
Minneapolis, MN 11.8 12.8 12.1 11.3 9.8 12.0 10.2 8.6 6.2 7.9 6.2 5.6 6.7 5.4 E
Nashville-Davidson, TN 9.4 8.6 10.3 12.3 9.6 8.0 6.9 8.7 7.7 9.2 10.2 8.7 10.2 7.4 >
New Orleans, LA 16.5 14.6 11.1 12.5 11.8 11.1 8.8 12.3 6.9 9.8 7.0 10.6 12.9 11.3
New York, NY 11.5 11.4 10.1 9.9 8.9 8.7 7.7 7.0 6.7 6.7 6.4 5.6 5.9 6.2
Oakland, CA 12.3 9.8 2.0 8.3 7.1 8.1 8.0 7.5 74 6.5 5.9 7.8 5.4 6.5
Oklahoma City, OK 13.3 12.4 114 10.0 9.0 11.3 11.2 9.3 11.8 9.3 12.6 8.9 8.7 10.3
Omaha, NB 10.0 10.5 10.1 114 10.0 7.6 8.6 9.9 10.1 7.9 8.9 7.5 9.8 7.3
Philadelphia, PA 15.5 14.5 14.7 13.4 13.4 12.2 124 13.2 11.8 12.2 10.5 10.5 10.7 10.6
Phoenix, AZ 10.0 8.2 9.3 8.6 8.8 8.3 8.1 8.2 7.6 8.0 6.6 7.8 6.6 6.8
Pittsburgh, PA 13.4 14.6 15.1 14.6 13.5 12.1 10.5 9.5 8.9 12.3 12.5 11.0 13.6 14.5
Portland, OR 8.3 10.5 8.4 9.5 7.3 6.7 5.3 5.3 4.7 5.1 5.9 3.2 4.5 3.9
Sacramento, CA 10.3 9.7 6.7 7.7 8.4 7.4 7.0 8.1 7.1 6.5 6.6 7.2 7.1 5.9
San Antonio, TX 6.8 71 6.9 8.2 7.1 7.3 8.0 7.4 6.5 6.5 4.9 5.7 7.2 7.5
San Diego, CA 6.7 6.8 6.4 5.8 6.7 5.5 5.1 5.6 53 5.4 6.5 6.2 4.2 4.5
San Francisco, CA 7.2 6.8 7.2 5.0 8.2 4.3 4.8 4.8 51 3.8 4.0 3.8 4.5 3.1
San Jose, CA 4.8 6.9 6.3 6.3 6.3 5.8 5.4 6.1 3.7 4.7 4.8 4.2 3.6 4.0
Seattle, WA 8.1 9.1 6.4 7.2 6.1 7.1 6.0 6.6 6.2 6.5 4.6 4.8 4.0 5.6
St. Louis, MO 12.7 17.2 12.9 12.0 12.6 11.9 12.3 14.2 13.0 15.8 12.9 11.5 13.7 12.7
Tucson, AZ 7.1 8.7 8.0 7.1 7.5 8.0 5.5 6.0 4.8 51 5.5 4.7 5.6 12.1
Tulsa, OK 9.5 9.6 9.7 114 10.7 9.9 9.6 8.0 7.7 8.2 9.6 12.9 124 4.5
Virginia Beach, VA 9.7 12.9 10.1 9.7 8.3 6.4 74 9.0 8.9 9.3 6.0 71 7.2 6.7
Washington, DC 20.7 21.0 19.6 17.4 18.2 16.2 14.9 13.2 12.5 15.0 12.0 10.6 11.3 10.5
Wichita, KS 13.1 11.9 10.8 10.9 10.4 7.0 8.8 10.0 8.2 7.8 7.4 10.5 10.6 6.3

+ Per 1,000 live births.
“*---" Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.
* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.
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TABLE 3.21: FERTILITY RATE, 1990 - 2003

Annual Rate® Percent Change
City* 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 1990-2003
Albuquerque, NM 77.1 78.0 79.2 78.7 78.7 77.5 76.1 75.1 77.6 77.8 77.7 78.2 82.3 81.7 6.0
Arlington, TX 75.4 71.7 70.5 70.7 70.6 69.6 713 69.0 70.3 722 73.0 73.3 74.0 773 2.5
Atlanta, GA 89.4 86.0 87.0 83.6 83.2 79.6 79.3 81.9 85.1 87.0 91.9 90.6 87.6 90.1 0.8
Austin, TX 68.8 65.7 65.8 64.5 63.8 64.7 65.1 64.9 67.9 69.5 73.3 73.6 73.0 73.2 6.4
Baltimore, MD 78.7 77.1 74.0 71.0 68.6 63.9 63.4 60.8 62.1 66.3 66.9 64.3 63.2 62.2 -21.0
Boston, MA 63.2 59.3 56.7 53.9 51.7 49.3 47.3 47.8 48.1 48.8 49.2 50.1 49.1 47.6 -24.7
Charlotte, NC 68.5 68.7 63.4 63.1 60.7 67.2 69.1 69.7 72.6 73.7 79.4 77.8 79.2 82.2 20.0
Chicago, IL 87.9 87.9 86.4 85.5 82.9 78.6 76.0 73.4 73.8 72.2 72.4 70.6 68.4 68.5 -22.1
Cincinnati, OH 78.9 78.7 75.6 74.8 69.0 66.0 67.9 66.6 69.1 71.7 75.7 72.9 68.9 711 -9.9
Cleveland, OH 94.8 95.9 94.0 91.6 86.4 83.9 829 85.3 811 778 79.1 74.6 70.4 70.4 -25.7
Colorado Springs, CO 80.6 80.8 81.5 79.7 84.5 83.0 82.7 80.8 794 82.9 83.2 83.3 8l.1 79.5 -14
Columbus, OH 64.4 62.6 61.7 60.0 58.2 56.4 60.4 60.1 61.5 57.8 57.6 57.5 59.0 57.9 -10.1
Dallas, TX 81.6 82.0 80.8 80.2 788 79.4 80.8 81.3 82.8 84.0 85.4 87.9 86.3 83.7 2.6
Denver, CO 75.7 76.3 77.0 73.7 71.6 71.2 74.3 74.4 77.6 79.1 84.4 87.5 87.9 88.5 16.9
Detroit, MI 93.7 92.7 86.7 82.8 80.3 74.1 71.1 729 72.8 71.3 72.8 703 65.9 64.7 -30.9
El Paso, TX 105.1 103.2 110.5 111.9 109.3 107.5 104.4 101.5 101.8 98.0 99.9 99.9 98.9 99.6 -5.2
Fort Worth, TX 88.7 85.6 82.7 79.3 76.1 77.8 78.8 78.5 80.6 83.6 85.9 89.5 90.5 91.8 3.5
Fresno, CA 116.8 122.4 120.3 118.5 112.5 107.4 103.7 96.1 96.4 94.5 93.7 94.2 97.2 101.5 -13.1
Honolulu, HI 70.9 69.6 68.7 68.5 68.3 63.4 62.2 58.4 61.0 58.4 61.5 59.7 61.3 63.6 -10.3
Houston, TX 95.9 97.0 95.8 95.1 92.0 92.0 93.6 92.4 92.3 93.5 96.2 95.0 96.8 97.7 1.9
Indianapolis, IN 79.5 77.6 76.9 75.0 734 72.3 723 72.1 72.1 73.6 76.1 74.6 75.8 76.2 -4.2
Jacksonville, FL 78.1 76.3 74.2 70.7 67.7 66.6 67.8 67.6 67.7 66.8 66.5 66.7 66.0 68.2 -12.7
Kansas City, MO 75.4 74.1 70.7 70.0 62.4 65.5 70.5 73.7 69.6 70.7 71.4 72.0 71.7 715 -5.2
Las Vegas, NV 153.7 157.6 147.4 132.9 125.8 137.3 143.3 133.8 134.6 132.2 135.6 141.1 151.6 173.0 12.6 %
Long Beach, CA 103.3 102.9 100.1 95.7 89.7 85.0 83.1 80.4 77.2 76.9 75.7 73.8 713 72.2 -30.1 =
Los Angeles, CA 103.6 102.6 99.3 94.2 84.0 8l1.4 80.8 77.6 75.2 74.1 74.7 73.8 72.2 72.0 -30.5 g
Memphis, TN 83.2 82.8 81.9 79.8 76.2 72.8 72.9 73.9 74.6 74.6 74.4 73.4 71.9 71.4 -14.2 S
Mesa, AZ 87.0 82.4 81.2 79.6 80.2 83.5 83.0 79.8 82.5 87.2 89.4 92.9 93.3 97.1 11.6 3
Miami, FL 259.3 236.1 2254  229.6 217.5 2089 2024 191.7 179.7 177.3 185.6 184.3 175.7 182.9 -29.5 8
Milwaukee, WI 81.6 81.0 80.7 79.8 77.7 74.6 75.7 73.0 754 77.8 77.7 78.1 75.5 77.8 -4.7 E
Minneapolis, MN 66.8 66.6 63.2 60.7 59.7 57.7 58.4 61.0 63.7 63.3 66.9 66.3 62.7 64.8 -3.0 g
Nashville-Davidson, TN 66.5 65.4 63.5 62.0 60.5 60.2 59.9 60.1 60.7 60.4 63.0 61.6 61.7 62.7 -5.7
New Orleans, LA 76.0 76.1 74.7 76.0 72.9 68.2 64.4 66.0 65.1 66.3 65.9 62.9 61.4 60.1 -20.9
New York, NY 74.1 73.0 71.5 70.0 68.6 67.4 65.4 63.0 63.2 62.6 63.2 62.4 61.7 62.5 -15.7
Oakland, CA 82.9 83.1 80.0 75.7 70.4 67.3 67.0 66.9 66.5 65.9 70.3 70.4 67.5 64.5 -22.2
Oklahoma City, OK 67.5 68.5 67.4 65.9 65.1 64.1 65.7 67.8 68.0 66.0 67.7 69.3 73.1 73.6 9.0
Omaha, NB 74.0 71.2 68.2 65.0 62.6 64.5 65.4 65.9 65.9 67.2 71.8 71.8 76.5 77.9 5.3
Philadelphia, PA 78.7 77.6 75.4 72.9 71.0 66.4 63.0 61.5 62.0 61.3 62.3 60.3 61.1 63.0 -19.9
Phoenix, AZ 85.5 83.5 81.4 79.7 811 823 84.9 80.2 80.2 81.6 83.1 83.5 83.3 85.3 -0.2
Pittsburgh, PA 62.4 60.6 62.5 59.6 56.7 57.2 57.4 57.5 59.6 51.9 50.4 50.6 47.6 47.1 -24.5
Portland, OR 67.1 65.8 61.9 58.0 61.2 62.1 60.7 59.5 60.7 58.3 62.8 64.5 67.2 69.1 3.0
Sacramento, CA 139.0 140.9 140.1 138.7 127.5 123.3 117.1 113.4 114.5 114.2 117.2 120.8 122.3 129.9 -6.5
San Antonio, TX 81.6 83.5 85.3 86.1 86.6 84.5 85.2 84.0 83.9 82.8 82.7 82.2 86.5 85.8 5.1
San Diego, CA 784 77.5 78.3 75.8 74.0 70.0 68.4 64.9 64.0 63.8 65.0 63.8 63.4 65.6 -16.3
San Francisco, CA 55.6 54.0 52.4 49.0 49.0 46.3 449 43.8 434 43.1 45.7 43.5 44.1 45.7 -17.8
San Jose, CA 88.0 87.7 85.2 82.7 80.8 77.7 79.3 78.5 78.7 77.0 80.7 78.6 77.2 76.0 -13.6
Seattle, WA 52.5 52.7 50.6 51.7 52.0 50.0 50.0 49.1 51.3 51.5 51.7 49.4 50.9 46.2 -12.0
St. Louis, MO 91.2 90.4 86.5 83.8 76.2 69.3 68.3 68.1 67.2 67.0 66.8 65.1 63.5 65.0 -28.7
Tucson, AZ 83.1 814 82.6 84.1 83.4 78.4 79.8 79.7 96.7 98.2 102.1 99.4 101.8 57.2 -31.2
Tulsa, OK 74.6 76.3 715 72.8 69.8 67.9 67.7 72.7 76.1 75.4 76.2 75.7 74.7 138.0 85.0
Virginia Beach, VA 74.1 70.5 74.8 715 69.6 65.6 63.5 63.1 62.8 61.3 63.8 61.0 61.6 63.0 -15.0
Washington, DC 71.7 72.2 68.2 67.1 63.5 58.5 55.2 52.9 52.0 51.6 53.3 53.0 52.2 53.0 -26.1
Wichita, KS 92.5 90.9 91.6 89.2 84.6 79.0 80.8 84.0 86.2 86.4 88.4 83.6 85.1 84.9 -8.2

+ Per 1,000 live births.
“*---" Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.
* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.
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TABLE 3.22: PERCENT Low BIRTHWEIGHT, 1990 - 2003

Annual Rate® Percent Change
City* 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 1990-2003
Albuquerque, NM 8.2 7.6 7.7 7.3 8.2 8.1 7.7 8.2 8.0 8.1 7.8 8.1 8.2 2.1 11.0
Arlington, TX 6.7 6.6 6.2 7.0 6.6 6.7 74 73 7.5 7.7 6.1 74 7.9 8.0 19.4
Atlanta, GA 12.5 12.5 12.9 12.0 114 11.9 10.7 10.8 114 10.6 10.6 10.6 10.8 10.4 -16.8
Austin, TX 6.8 6.7 6.2 7.0 6.0 6.7 6.8 6.8 7.3 6.6 6.9 6.9 6.9 7.1 4.4
Baltimore, MD 12.6 13.8 13.9 13.8 13.6 13.8 14.3 14.1 14.2 14.7 13.5 13.2 12.9 13.2 4.8
Boston, MA 8.7 8.3 8.8 8.9 8.8 8.8 9.0 9.2 8.8 8.4 2.0 8.5 9.4 8.9 2.3
Charlotte, NC 9.4 9.9 9.4 9.7 10.1 9.5 9.0 9.5 9.5 8.9 9.1 8.8 8.9 9.1 -3.2
Chicago, IL 10.5 10.9 10.7 11.2 10.9 10.7 10.6 10.3 10.4 10.0 9.7 10.0 9.9 10.1 -3.8
Cincinnati, OH 10.1 10.2 10.4 10.6 11.3 10.6 10.2 11.1 10.7 11.5 10.1 11.0 11.3 11.2 10.9
Cleveland, OH 12.0 12.9 12.6 12.6 12.0 12.6 11.7 11.5 11.2 11.6 11.4 11.7 124 114 -5.0
Colorado Springs, CO 8.7 9.8 9.4 9.0 8.6 7.8 8.5 9.4 9.2 9.7 8.8 9.2 9.8 10.3 184
Columbus, OH 8.2 8.8 8.6 9.1 8.9 9.3 9.2 9.1 8.6 8.9 9.6 9.3 9.9 9.8 19.5
Dallas, TX 8.8 8.9 9.0 9.5 8.9 8.3 8.0 8.1 8.4 8.0 8.2 8.0 7.8 8.2 -6.8
Denver, CO 10.1 10.3 10.2 10.3 10.3 10.4 9.8 9.9 9.6 9.1 9.4 9.4 9.5 9.3 -7.9
Detroit, MI 14.0 14.4 14.2 13.6 13.7 13.5 12.8 12.6 13.4 14.7 13.8 13.3 12.8 13.5 -3.6
El Paso, TX 6.9 7.2 6.6 6.8 6.6 7.2 7.1 7.2 7.2 7.1 71 7.8 8.1 7.9 14.5
Fort Worth, TX 7.6 7.8 7.6 8.3 7.9 7.3 8.0 8.1 8.0 8.1 8.4 8.5 8.4 8.4 10.5
Fresno, CA 7.0 71 7.7 6.9 7.3 7.1 6.9 7.1 7.0 6.9 7.0 7.2 7.0 7.1 1.4
Honolulu, HI 6.8 6.3 8.0 7.8 71 6.9 7.0 7.0 7.2 7.6 7.9 8.9 8.3 8.6 26.5
Houston, TX 8.1 8.0 7.9 8.0 7.9 7.7 7.7 7.8 7.9 7.9 7.7 7.7 8.2 8.2 1.2
Indianapolis, IN 8.2 8.2 8.3 8.9 8.0 8.7 9.3 9.6 9.6 9.4 8.4 8.7 8.7 8.8 7.3
Jacksonville, FL 8.2 8.0 8.2 8.2 8.5 8.7 8.2 9.1 9.9 9.4 9.5 9.3 9.7 9.8 19.5
Kansas City, MO 9.0 9.6 9.3 9.8 9.8 9.1 9.1 9.1 9.7 9.4 8.8 8.4 9.0 8.3 -7.8
Las Vegas, NV 6.5 7.0 6.6 6.9 7.1 7.2 7.5 8.1 7.5 7.4 7.2 7.1 7.6 8.1 24.6 ﬁ
Long Beach, CA 7.0 7.0 6.7 6.8 6.7 7.3 6.9 7.4 6.2 7.3 7.2 7.1 7.3 74 5.7 =
Los Angeles, CA 6.5 6.4 6.7 6.5 6.7 6.8 6.6 6.6 6.9 6.7 6.6 6.8 6.8 7.2 10.8 g
Memphis, TN 119 13.3 12.3 13.1 13.6 12.6 12.2 12.0 12.8 13.0 12.8 12.0 12.3 12.0 0.8 S
Mesa, AZ 5.5 5.7 5.6 6.2 6.1 5.3 6.3 6.2 5.9 6.5 6.0 6.3 6.6 6.2 12.7 3
Miami, FL 9.4 9.3 9.1 9.4 9.1 9.4 9.5 9.0 9.5 8.8 8.9 9.4 9.5 10.3 9.6 8
Milwaukee, WI 9.9 9.8 2.9 10.3 10.4 9.8 9.8 10.1 9.6 10.1 10.2 9.6 9.3 9.8 -1.0 (-4
Minneapolis, MN 7.8 8.5 7.8 7.3 8.6 7.6 8.3 7.9 7.8 7.5 8.0 7.3 7.8 7.5 -3.8 E
Nashville-Davidson, TN 9.0 8.9 9.0 9.5 9.8 9.3 9.2 9.5 9.7 9.7 9.2 9.1 9.1 9.5 5.6 >
New Orleans, LA 12.8 12.8 12.2 11.6 12.2 12.1 124 13.0 12.8 129 12.6 13.5 13.6 13.5 5.5
New York, NY 9.3 9.6 9.1 9.2 9.0 8.9 8.7 8.8 8.8 8.5 8.2 8.4 8.4 8.5 -8.6
Oakland, CA 8.8 9.8 2.9 9.4 2.9 8.9 8.7 8.9 2.0 8.0 7.1 8.9 7.6 74 -15.9
Oklahoma City, OK 7.6 7.3 8.0 8.3 8.5 7.8 8.5 9.0 8.4 8.1 8.7 9.0 9.2 8.4 10.5
Omaha, NB 7.0 6.6 7.0 71 7.5 7.5 6.9 8.0 7.6 7.9 8.0 7.8 7.7 7.8 11.4
Philadelphia, PA 11.5 11.8 11.6 11.3 11.4 11.2 11.6 11.1 11.0 11.3 10.8 11.2 11.6 11.7 1.7
Phoenix, AZ 7.0 7.2 7.2 6.9 7.2 6.9 7.0 7.0 7.0 7.3 7.1 7.0 6.8 7.1 14
Pittsburgh, PA 11.2 10.9 10.3 11.6 10.8 11.1 9.1 9.7 9.3 10.4 10.3 10.3 11.0 11.2 0.0
Portland, OR 6.1 6.3 6.1 6.1 6.2 6.1 6.2 6.0 6.3 5.4 6.8 6.0 6.3 6.5 6.6
Sacramento, CA 6.6 6.4 6.9 6.8 7.1 7.0 7.0 7.6 7.3 7.2 7.2 7.5 6.6 6.9 4.5
San Antonio, TX 6.9 7.0 7.1 7.0 6.6 7.1 74 7.2 7.4 7.6 7.7 8.2 8.2 8.9 29.0
San Diego, CA 6.1 5.8 6.0 6.5 6.2 5.9 6.3 5.9 6.1 6.3 6.3 6.2 6.1 6.7 9.8
San Francisco, CA 6.7 7.5 6.4 6.9 6.7 7.1 6.7 6.6 7.2 6.8 6.5 7.4 6.6 7.3 2.0
San Jose, CA 5.7 5.3 54 5.5 5.9 6.2 5.9 5.8 6.0 6.1 5.9 5.7 6.2 6.3 10.5
Seattle, WA 6.6 6.1 6.0 5.3 6.1 6.0 6.2 6.3 6.6 6.4 6.3 6.0 6.5 6.6 0.0
St. Louis, MO 114 11.7 11.9 12.5 11.3 12.8 11.1 11.7 12.6 11.7 11.6 11.5 124 114 0.0
Tucson, AZ 6.2 6.4 7.1 7.0 7.3 7.7 7.1 7.9 7.0 6.7 8.2 7.2 7.3 8.3 33.9
Tulsa, OK 6.7 6.7 6.8 7.1 7.3 7.5 8.2 7.8 7.8 8.3 8.4 8.6 8.5 7.7 14.9
Virginia Beach, VA 6.1 71 6.5 6.9 7.2 7.2 7.3 7.1 7.9 7.4 71 71 7.2 7.6 24.6
Washington, DC 15.1 15.4 14.3 14.6 14.2 13.4 14.3 13.4 13.1 13.1 11.9 12.1 11.6 10.9 -27.8
Wichita, KS 7.0 7.5 74 7.5 7.3 7.5 7.2 7.5 7.8 7.7 7.9 8.1 7.7 8.3 18.6

* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.
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TABLE 3.23: PERCENT OF MOTHERS UNDER AGE TWENTY; 1990 - 2003

Percent Percent Change
City* 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 1990-2003
Albuquerque, NM 13.9 13.9 14.7 15.5 154 154 14.7 15.7 16.0 15.7 149 14.5 14.1 13.9 0.0
Arlington, TX 9.4 10.1 9.9 9.2 9.6 10.5 10.0 10.9 11.2 11.5 11.3 10.6 11.1 10.8 14.9
Atlanta, GA 22.3 21.5 21.5 21.2 20.4 20.0 20.0 19.0 17.2 17.7 16.5 14.7 135 123 -44.8
Austin, TX 14.7 14.6 13.8 14.1 14.3 14.6 14.0 144 13.8 13.6 12.3 12.1 11.0 10.8 -26.5
Baltimore, MD 21.0 20.9 20.4 21.7 22.1 22.3 22.5 22.9 22.5 22.5 21.6 21.3 20.0 183 -12.9
Boston, MA 11.3 11.5 11.6 11.7 12.1 114 10.5 10.8 10.6 9.8 10.1 8.8 8.4 7.5 -33.6
Charlotte, NC 15.2 14.3 14.3 12.7 12.3 11.9 11.9 11.0 10.9 10.6 10.3 9.5 8.7 8.7 -42.8
Chicago, IL 19.2 19.1 18.8 18.7 18.9 18.8 18.5 18.2 18.1 17.2 16.2 15.5 14.5 13.6 -29.2
Cincinnati, OH 19.8 20.8 20.2 20.8 19.2 20.3 19.8 20.5 185 183 17.9 17.1 17.1 16.6 -16.2
Cleveland, OH 21.3 20.5 20.3 20.9 20.5 20.9 20.8 20.6 20.7 19.8 19.3 19.1 184 17.8 -16.4
Colorado Springs, CO 114 124 12.0 12.0 12.4 12.9 12.3 12.2 12.9 12.2 12.6 11.7 11.6 10.5 -7.9
Columbus, OH 15.6 15.9 16.1 16.0 16.4 16.2 14.6 15.2 14.8 14.2 14.0 13.4 11.9 11.7 -25.0
Dallas, TX 17.9 18.4 18.5 183 18.0 18.0 173 17.1 17.5 17.1 16.7 16.1 15.4 15.0 -16.2
Denver, CO 14.7 16.3 16.1 16.4 16.1 15.9 15.8 15.9 154 15.8 14.7 13.7 13.6 123 -16.3
Detroit, MI 24.2 23.8 23.1 22.5 22.1 21.7 20.7 20.1 194 18.2 17.3 17.6 17.2 17.6 -27.3
El Paso, TX 15.8 16.4 16.7 16.9 16.8 16.9 16.3 16.4 16.4 16.9 16.5 16.4 16.4 16.1 1.9
Fort Worth, TX 16.9 16.6 17.0 174 18.4 18.2 17.0 175 17.5 17.1 16.8 16.4 154 14.7 -13.0
Fresno, CA 17.3 17.2 17.2 18.0 18.3 18.2 18.6 19.2 18.0 185 17.8 16.8 15.7 15.5 -10.4
Honolulu, HI 8.3 7.4 7.6 7.1 7.0 7.2 7.5 7.1 7.5 7.3 6.8 6.7 6.7 5.2 -37.3
Houston, TX 16.2 16.3 16.3 15.7 16.2 15.4 15.6 15.6 15.3 14.8 14.5 13.7 13.5 13.0 -19.8
Indianapolis, IN 16.7 16.5 16.7 15.9 15.2 15.3 15.5 15.8 15.6 15.2 14.0 13.5 13.3 13.1 -21.6
Jacksonville, FL 16.2 16.0 16.2 15.6 15.1 15.1 15.2 153 15.0 144 14.0 14.0 133 12.7 -21.6
Kansas City, MO 18.1 17.4 17.4 16.0 17.2 16.6 16.4 15.5 16.0 154 14.7 14.0 13.8 133 -26.5
Las Vegas, NV 13.7 13.9 13.0 13.9 13.1 12.7 13.1 12.8 124 11.5 12.2 11.2 11.2 11.0 -19.7 E
Long Beach, CA 12.7 134 12.7 13.1 13.5 14.3 13.2 13.1 12.6 12.5 12.5 11.3 10.9 10.4 -18.1 o
Los Angeles, CA 13.1 13.1 13.2 13.2 13.6 13.6 13.0 12.4 12.3 12.0 11.7 11.1 10.6 10.2 -22.1 g
Memphis, TN 21.0 20.6 20.8 20.9 22.2 21.5 21.5 21.4 21.0 19.8 19.5 18.3 17.7 17.8 -15.2 S
Mesa, AZ 10.5 12.4 12.2 12.5 13.2 13.2 124 134 13.0 13.0 11.5 11.6 10.9 10.7 1.9 3
Miami, FL 149 15.1 14.3 14.1 14.6 143 15.0 143 14.7 149 14.1 133 12.6 11.0 -26.2 8
Milwaukee, W1 20.8 20.9 21.1 20.7 20.6 21.5 21.3 20.9 20.2 20.4 19.2 19.4 18.8 17.4 -16.3 E
Minneapolis, MN 13.6 14.3 14.2 14.2 14.4 14.4 14.2 14.5 13.9 13.3 13.2 12.2 11.8 103 -24.3 g
Nashville-Davidson, TN 15.1 15.7 14.9 15.6 15.8 14.8 15.7 14.2 14.9 13.9 13.0 12.3 11.8 11.6 -23.2
New Orleans, LA 21.8 22.6 23.8 23.4 23.8 22.4 21.1 20.5 21.2 19.8 19.7 18.1 18.6 175 -19.7
New York, NY 10.5 10.5 10.5 10.7 11.1 10.9 10.7 10.0 9.9 9.4 9.0 8.7 7.8 7.4 -29.5
Oakland, CA 15.1 14.9 15.8 15.1 14.4 14.9 13.9 13.7 13.3 12.3 12.8 11.7 10.3 9.8 -35.1
Oklahoma City, OK 16.9 18.6 17.5 18.1 17.4 17.2 17.1 16.3 16.5 17.1 16.3 16.0 15.3 14.6 -13.6
Omaha, NB 13.0 12.7 12.4 12.7 14.5 12.6 12.9 13.2 121 124 12.0 113 11.8 10.2 -21.5
Philadelphia, PA 17.3 17.6 17.5 17.7 18.3 18.5 184 18.6 183 17.5 17.0 16.6 16.8 16.0 -7.5
Phoenix, AZ 15.6 16.2 16.6 16.4 16.8 16.6 16.6 16.7 17.1 17.0 16.5 16.7 15.7 15.3 -1.9
Pittsburgh, PA 15.7 15.7 15.8 16.0 15.8 13.9 13.9 13.9 13.4 13.9 14.7 134 13.5 11.9 -24.2
Portland, OR 11.8 12.3 12.1 13.4 134 12.6 12.4 10.7 114 111 9.8 8.8 8.1 7.0 -40.7
Sacramento, CA 149 13.7 14.6 14.9 15.4 15.0 13.9 14.2 14.2 13.6 12.8 11.8 11.6 114 -23.5
San Antonio, TX 18.1 17.5 17.2 17.9 17.6 17.8 17.0 175 17.2 17.2 16.7 16.0 16.1 153 -15.5
San Diego, CA 114 11.5 11.1 10.8 11.2 10.5 10.6 9.5 9.6 9.4 9.2 8.9 8.5 7.9 -30.7
San Francisco, CA 83 8.5 7.6 7.5 7.6 7.6 7.3 74 6.2 6.2 5.4 5.2 4.6 43 -48.2
San Jose, CA 10.6 10.6 10.9 10.5 10.9 10.4 2.9 10.1 9.3 8.7 81 8.1 6.7 6.0 -43.4
Seattle, WA 8.1 79 7.6 7.2 8.2 7.1 6.7 6.3 6.1 6.7 5.8 5.9 43 3.8 -53.1
St. Louis, MO 23.0 23.0 24.5 23.6 25.2 22.5 22.1 21.5 20.9 19.7 19.7 18.9 18.5 17.7 -23.0
Tucson, AZ 14.4 15.6 15.4 15.3 16.0 16.0 16.0 15.7 15.5 15.4 14.7 14.3 14.0 13.9 -3.5
Tulsa, OK 15.1 16.0 15.0 15.7 16.0 15.4 16.7 16.0 15.6 15.0 15.6 15.1 14.0 13.8 -8.6
Virginia Beach, VA 9.0 9.3 8.4 8.3 9.7 9.5 9.5 9.8 9.7 9.4 81 9.0 8.6 7.8 -13.3
Washington, DC 17.9 17.5 16.3 17.4 16.5 16.4 16.9 15.7 154 14.9 14.3 13.5 12.9 114 -36.3
Wichita, KS 13.6 13.5 14.3 14.9 14.4 15.0 15.2 15.1 13.9 144 13.5 12.7 12.9 12.2 -10.3

* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.
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TABLE 3.24: PERCENT OF MOTHERS WHO SMOKE, 1990 - 2002

Percent Percent Change
City* 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 1990-2002
Albuquerque, NM 9.9 12.5 13.3 12.0 9.6 104 13.0 10.8 12.5 12.3 10.7 12.1 11.5 16.2
Arlington, TX 11.1 9.4 10.8 9.8 9.6 104 9.1 7.9 7.8 74 6.6 6.7 6.6 -40.5
Atlanta, GA 133 12.1 10.5 9.4 9.7 8.3 7.4 6.8 7.0 6.5 6.1 4.0 24 -82.0
Austin, TX 10.9 10.6 8.9 7.5 7.4 5.6 5.0 4.4 3.8 4.4 4.3 3.8 4.0 -63.3
Baltimore, MD 23.4 22.2 22.2 20.4 17.9 18.3 17.2 14.8 15.4 16.7 14.7 14.5 13.8 -41.0
Boston, MA 18.8 17.0 14.9 11.7 11.6 9.7 10.1 8.2 8.2 6.8 6.1 53 4.5 -76.1
Charlotte, NC 15.9 134 13.6 12.1 12.8 11.6 10.6 10.1 9.4 8.4 7.3 7.6 6.5 -59.1
Chicago, IL 12.6 12.1 12.9 11.7 10.2 9.9 9.9 9.5 8.8 8.5 7.8 7.2 6.8 -46.0
Cincinnati, OH 26.3 25.2 24.8 23.8 229 21.5 20.0 19.0 19.4 16.4 17.5 16.7 16.1 -38.8
Cleveland, OH 33.3 315 28.4 26.8 24,9 19.9 19.6 19.2 18.6 16.6 18.0 17.8 18.4 -44.7
Colorado Springs, CO 19.3 17.7 12.9 134 11.8 12.2 12.6 12.0 11.8 10.7 8.1 9.3 8.2 -57.5
Columbus, OH 26.4 27.1 25.2 24.6 24.1 21.8 18.8 20.0 18.9 18.8 18.8 16.9 15.7 -40.5
Dallas, TX 5.9 6.1 5.3 3.9 6.0 4.8 4.3 3.7 3.6 3.3 31 3.4 3.0 -49.2
Denver, CO 21.0 20.9 17.3 17.2 14.5 15.2 14.4 115 11.0 10.1 9.1 7.3 7.0 -66.7
Detroit, MI 23.6 229 21.2 19.6 19.1 18.2 17.8 17.4 16.0 14.7 15.2 14.1 13.8 -41.5
El Paso, TX 5.2 4.9 4.6 4.2 3.2 2.6 2.6 3.0 3.2 3.5 2.9 2.3 2.2 -57.7
Fort Worth, TX 10.8 9.6 9.9 8.0 8.6 8.6 7.6 6.3 5.6 5.4 5.0 44 44 -59.3
Fresno, CA 14.3 --- 50.0 --- 25.0 40.0 20.0 --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
Honolulu, HI 10.8 9.7 9.7 6.9 5.8 4.8 5.3 4.6 5.2 5.2 4.7 5.2 5.6 -48.1
Houston, TX 9.8 8.4 7.2 6.5 6.1 5.0 4.8 4.6 3.8 3.5 3.2 3.1 2.8 -71.4
Indianapolis, IN 39.0 29.0 23.0 20.5 21.3 16.7 14.3 18.5 --- 21.1 19.7 19.3 18.0 -53.8
Jacksonville, FL 20.0 19.2 16.7 15.6 14.9 12.1 11.0 11.9 12.0 111 10.4 10.4 9.8 -51.0
Kansas City, MO 23.7 22.7 22.2 20.6 19.9 17.6 16.5 15.9 16.6 14.6 14.0 14.1 12.9 -45.6
Las Vegas, NV 21.6 22.7 21.7 19.8 16.8 15.8 11.6 12.3 11.4 10.7 10.6 10.4 9.5 -56.0 S-'
Long Beach, CA 20.0 20.0 50.0 16.7 40.0 --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- =
Los Angeles, CA 8.6 19.7 11.9 19.2 11.8 6.0 14.9 6.5 --- --- --- --- --- --- g
Memphis, TN 15.8 13.1 15.7 14.3 13.0 13.2 11.6 10.7 9.4 8.9 8.8 8.2 7.3 -53.8 S
Mesa, AZ 15.6 16.0 14.1 14.5 13.4 11.7 10.7 9.5 8.1 8.3 7.3 7.4 6.9 -55.8 3
Miami, FL 8.4 7.7 6.9 5.4 3.9 3.4 3.6 3.0 21 1.9 1.5 1.2 1.2 -85.7 8
Milwaukee, W1 28.3 27.2 26.2 24.4 22.9 21.2 20.8 19.6 19.0 18.0 16.2 15.7 13.5 -52.3 (3
Minneapolis, MN 21.7 21.0 20.1 20.2 18.3 16.4 15.3 15.2 12.5 113 104 9.6 8.4 -61.3 E
Nashville-Davidson, TN 19.0 18.9 18.0 16.2 14.8 13.7 12.9 12.4 11.4 10.6 10.2 10.8 10.6 -44.2 =
New Orleans, LA 13.4 10.9 7.2 5.3 5.9 4.2 3.6 2.7 2.4 21 1.9 1.9 1.8 -86.6
New York, NY 14.1 9.9 10.8 8.0 6.5 5.5 4.9 4.8 4.3 3.8 3.4 2.8 24 -83.0
Oakland, CA 25.0 14.3 333 --- 16.7 --- --- 143 --- --- --- --- --- ---
Oklahoma City, OK 16.7 20.0 17.8 18.8 19.5 18.5 17.5 17.2 19.2 18.0 15.4 16.9 16.4 -1.8
Omaha, NB 25.3 24.0 23.3 23.1 223 20.7 17.8 18.6 18.4 16.0 14.9 15.5 13.9 -45.1
Philadelphia, PA 23.5 22.8 22.2 22.0 20.4 19.5 18.4 17.5 16.5 15.8 14.1 13.6 12.2 -48.1
Phoenix, AZ 17.2 16.0 13.6 13.7 13.7 12.9 11.0 9.5 8.0 7.2 6.6 6.2 5.9 -65.7
Pittsburgh, PA 31.8 32.2 314 30.0 29.1 26.2 24.6 23.6 24.0 25.1 23.3 22.7 21.9 -31.1
Portland, OR 25.5 24.8 23.7 21.9 21.1 19.7 18.6 16.7 15.0 13.6 134 12.0 10.9 -57.3
Sacramento, CA 28.6 18.2 25.0 30.0 26.7 30.0 75.0 --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
San Antonio, TX 6.2 51 4.6 4.6 4.4 3.7 4.4 4.4 4.3 4.5 4.0 3.9 3.4 -45.2
San Diego, CA 7.7 21.9 20.6 3.4 16.0 18.2 11.1 6.3 --- --- --- --- --- ---
San Francisco, CA --- 20.0 --- 143 83 --- --- 22.2 --- --- --- --- --- ---
San Jose, CA --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
Seattle, WA 10.1 10.9 14.6 12.1 12.4 9.3 9.7 8.2 9.2 9.2 7.2 6.4 5.6 -44.6
St. Louis, MO 26.8 25.3 25.0 22.9 19.5 17.2 17.5 18.3 16.8 15.1 15.8 16.6 16.1 -39.9
Tucson, AZ 15.0 13.9 13.0 11.9 114 11.2 10.1 8.8 7.0 7.8 7.1 7.1 5.7 -62.0
Tulsa, OK 45.0 18.3 17.6 18.4 18.2 17.8 17.3 17.4 16.8 15.6 15.2 16.1 15.6 -65.3
Virginia Beach, VA 16.3 15.3 15.0 14.9 14.5 133 12.0 10.7 10.1 6.0 51 6.2 5.8 -64.4
Washington, DC 16.2 13.2 13.0 10.2 9.6 8.2 6.9 5.5 4.8 3.8 2.6 3.7 3.9 -75.9
Wichita, KS 13.8 14.4 119 115 14.0 14.3 14.5 14.2 14.1 15.8 15.4 15.8 14.3 3.6

“*--" Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.
* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.

88 @ BiG CITIES HEALTH INVENTORY 2007



Section 4 — City Profiles







*S80BJ 9J0W 10 BUO UlIM UOIRUIqUIOD Ul 8.4 Jey) Jo Bulaq 4o aded jeyl Jo Ajuo Huisq pajesipul jeyy uonendod syl syussaidal uoeuIquoy) /auolyF eded 1ey) Jo Ajuo Guiaq paiedipul 1eyl uonendod ayy syuasaldal auo|y§ ‘@roqe paiynads dnoib (HN) d1uedsiH-uon ayj 404
"p-GT 96 uswom 00Q‘T 4ad a1es |3y ‘sajews) 000‘00T 4od d1ed A
1sealq ajewa4 'saunbiy 00z Nealng snsua) "S’n uo paseq ‘uoneindod 000‘00T 4od pJepueis 8y} se 0OQOZ 4eaAk Buisn pajsnlpe-abe sajes Aijerow syuiq 9l 00T 4od @1es A}1jelIow JuBUT "SUMI] [|B O Juddtad aJe SI01edIpul A}I[RJRU pUR SB]eJ e S10}edipul A}jeriow pue A}pIGUON L
*8]qe|ieA. 10U B1BP 10 Qg UBY] SS3] SI UOIR|ND|eD Juadiad J0 d1eJ Ul Pasn elep JOJeJBWNN ,---,
JuadJad/alel 1s8ybiy 0] spuodsa.lod T ‘0g UeY) Ja1eaJb SI uoiiendjed Juadiad Jo ajel Ul pasn Blep JOJelawnu pue 3|qe|IeAR 8 BIEP UDIYM J0j SBIID JO yuey f
's1S0|n2JagnL pue eIpAwe|y) ‘eaiouoy ‘sijiydis
odeuelpu] ‘njnjouoH ‘ousal ‘sbulidg opelojo) ‘enbianbng|y :6uimoj|o} 8y 40} elep [9A3]-A110 JO pealsul pasn aJam ejep Apigiow Aluno) %
*S31110 PaP020a6 SNSIdA paliodal JO SUOIIRIILI| UO SS10U [BDIUYID) DS «

fiepuodag pue Alewlid 10) e1ep [9A3]-A11D BlUB|1Y JO Pea)jsul pasn alam elep Aluno) uol|n4 ‘elydipn pue ‘obaiqg ues ‘ojusweldes ‘puefliod

0’1 £0T €1 40 62 9's ST €b 90T €002 ‘»ows oYM SIYIoN
€01 €540 §¢ 80T vl 6L '8 €002 ‘0¢ 26Y 43pupn siaylo
0's 6L €540 G¢ 08 9 Tel v €002 WBRMyLIg MO
34 89 g5 o sg 29 - 9L €002 ‘feHol Jueyu)
199 €540 12 (74 9'€bT 9'LL 6'9S €002 “fnneg
09 v've €510 1€ 9°'LT 0'c [ 91 700z ‘So19qeIq
02 €540 5 81 €L1 002 ‘eluownaud
L0 124 0F 40 --- 002 “fAujerioN SAIV/AIH
34 £0T €5 40 6€ v'6 vzt 002 ‘dp1oIng
9'€ 86 2540 Liy 0L 002 f[eHO paje|aJ-uiieddty
8 9's 8140 --- 700¢ OpIIWoH
08 8yl €540 8T 0°ST --- 74 281 002 “HOIN Aunluj B|21YA J0IOIN
€12 €540 € 792 [ %002 “MON 490ue) Isealq djewa4
b 6'2S €540 11T v'eL vl 8 §20T 00z “faieHoly Jadue) bun
9'851T 9'¥81 €540 1T [4:1x4 L 91 0962 #00¢ ‘Aujeyiop 1due)
§'/TC €5J0 €1 0642 [I] 0C L0vE 002 Mijerioly dseasiq HeaH
0108 €540 /1 6 74 LT 002 ‘fujeriol |[e4an0
01 3% €€ 40 --- S00Z d2UdPIdUJ SISOIN2IBGNL
061 9'S11 T 40 --- 500z ‘@2udpIdu| eayiouon
x4 T 40 --- S00g ‘@2uapiou| eipAwely)
0°¢ 0€40 --- G500z “@dudpdu] siIydis S8d
€1 St 40 --- S00g ‘@2udpidu] Saly
8€140 --- S00¢ ‘@2uapioul AIH
9k 40 --- §00g ‘@2ud[erdid SAIVY
0t 40 --- S00z ‘@2udjerdid AIH
qUdIdd  y3uddiRd pluey AuId 1 Pd/21ey 1'Pd/21eY 1Pd/a1ey 1Pd/aey 1 Pd/21ey Pluey  Juddldd  pluey  uddIdd #101e21pU| Y3jedH
/ey /1.y /ey oluedsiH uoljeuIquwod Quoje gHN uoleuIquod duoje MHN /ey /ey
|eon SN ul 1o duoje gHN ul 1o duoje M\HN dlen dlew?
0102 1837 leloL fuyyz/eoey 13puay
2 X1 “NOLONITHY
0'T €40 91 0'1L 6 vLT €1 €002 ‘oW oYM SIAYIoN
€540 /T 6€T £'81 £'ST €9 €002 ‘0z 26V 43pun siaylo
0's €540 02 6 T6 €1 T6 €002 ‘WBRMYIg MO
34 2540 Sp =34 9y €002 ‘“Ajerop ey
€540 /1 L'18 €401 6'€9 L'€L 18§ 009 €002 ‘i
09 €510 62 0°0€ 1S 9'1C 8'1C €€ 81 08¢ 700z ‘So19qeIq
€540 2 v'ie 9'92 961 £61 14 e Tle #00¢ ‘eluownaud
L0 0F 40 --- 002 “fAujerio SAIV/AIH
34 €540§ 0'Te §0e 8'1e €22 1 8'LE 002 ‘dp1oIng
9 zs40¢ee 91 8/L1 671 TSt 61 8'1€ 7002 ‘feHO pate|as-wieadly
8 8 10 6€ 28 €1l [ vt 700¢ OpIIWoH
08 €5409 t444 9'Le vLT L s L6 € §9¢ %002 “HON Aunluj B|21YA J0IOIN
€12 €540 T2 962 T0E Tie 1€ 1c 962 002 “MON 490ue) Isealq djewa4
€eh €sJoeh 6'8h 80t %S LS ve T6E £ €€9 00z “faieroly Jadue) bun
9'85T €540 62 6'€1C #'95¢ LLS¢ £1Le 1002 202 92 [4:743 14 S'€le #00¢ ‘Aujeyiop 1due)
€510 8¢ Spie TSS¢ 2052 T€9¢ 6861 8°00C € TLST V3 v'66¢ 002 Mijerio| dseasiq HeaH
€540 02 9.6 629T'T €6vT'T 0'812'T 6688 9°006 74 028, L1 0521 002 ‘fujeriol |[e4an0
€€ 10 --- -— -_— -_— -_— -_— -_— -_— -_— -_— -_— G00g 22uap1du| sIsojn2_qNL
T 40 b€ 9811 vevT T'6€€ Th6E 8'8L 0’18 S00z ‘@2udpidu| eayiouon
T 40 b1 1299 €56 £069 6208 €16 9'80% S00g ‘@2udpiou| eipAwely)
0€ 40 S 0's G500z “@duapu] siIydis s8d
St 40 L€ 18 £0T 8¢ el S00z ‘@2udpidu] Saly
8€ 40 9¢ 9 9€ Tel S00¢ ‘@2uapiou AIH
9 40 6€ Telt 6011 161 £92e L1111 61T 47 €61 8¢ €602 §00g ‘@2ud[erdid SaIv
07 40 £€ 1sL 189 vl 6291 €9L v'8L 8¢ (A% 43 L'SET 5002 ‘@2udjerdid AIH
AUdIdd  y3uddiRd pluey PRUCREY] 1Pd/21ey 1'Pd/21eY 1Pd/a1ey 1Pd/aey 1Pd/21ey Pluey  Juddldd  pluey  uddIdd #101e21pU| Y3jedH
/ey /ey /a1y oluedsiH uoljeuIquwod Quoje gHN uoljeuIqwod auoje MHN /ey /ey
|eon SN ul 1o duoje gHN ul 1o duoje M\HN dlen dlewa
0102 1837 le3oL fuyyz/eoey 13puay

» (ALNNOD OTTITYNYIG) N “InduINONITY

BiG CITIES HEALTH INVENTORY 2007 @ 91|




*S80BJ 9J0W 10 BUO UlIM UOIRUIqUIOD Ul 8.4 Jey) Jo Bulaq 4o aded jeyl Jo Ajuo Huisq pajesipul jeyy uonendod syl syussaidal uoeuIquoy) /auolyF eded 1ey) Jo Ajuo Guiaq paiedipul 1eyl uonendod ayy syuasaldal auo|y§ ‘@roqe paiynads dnoib (HN) d1uedsiH-uon ayj 404
"p-GT 96 uswom 00Q‘T 4ad a1es |3y ‘sajews) 000‘00T 4od d1ed A
1sealq ajewa4 'saunbiy 00z Nealng snsua) "S’n uo paseq ‘uoneindod 000‘00T 4od pJepueis 8y} se 0OQOZ 4eaAk Buisn pajsnlpe-abe sajes Aijerow syuiq 9l 00T 4od @1es A}1jelIow JuBUT "SUMI] [|B O Juddtad aJe SI01edIpul A}I[RJRU pUR SB]eJ e S10}edipul A}jeriow pue A}pIGUON L
*8]qe|ieA. 10U B1BP 10 Qg UBY] SS3] SI UOIR|ND|eD Juadiad J0 d1eJ Ul Pasn elep JOJeJBWNN ,---,
JuadJad/alel 1s8ybiy 0] spuodsa.lod T ‘0g UeY) Ja1eaJb SI uoiiendjed Juadiad Jo ajel Ul pasn Blep JOJelawnu pue 3|qe|IeAR 8 BIEP UDIYM J0j SBIID JO yuey f
's1S0|n2JagnL pue eIpAwe|y) ‘eaiouoy ‘sijiydis
odeuelpu] ‘njnjouoH ‘ousal ‘sbulidg opelojo) ‘enbianbng|y :6uimoj|o} 8y 40} elep [9A3]-A110 JO pealsul pasn aJam ejep Apigiow Aluno) %
*S31110 PaP020a6 SNSIdA paliodal JO SUOIIRIILI| UO SS10U [BDIUYID) DS «

fiepuodag pue Alewlid 10) e1ep [9A3]-A11D BlUB|1Y JO Pea)jsul pasn alam elep Aluno) uol|n4 ‘elydipn pue ‘obaiqg ues ‘ojusweldes ‘puefliod

0’1 £0T €1 40 5 9€ L1 v'L €002 ‘»ows oYM SIYIoN
€01 €540 §¢ 80T S91 £'91 €002 ‘0¢ 26Y 43pupn siaylo
0's 6L €540 G L 0L 8l €002 WBRMyLIg MO
Sy 8'9 2540 S 29 €9 €002 ‘feHol Jueyu)
199 €540 Sz 474 611 6'19 €002 ‘M4
091 Ve €540 92 662 Vel 208 Tc Y3 700z ‘So19qeIq
02 €54025 el s 4] 002 ‘eluownaud
L0 1747 0 Jo g€ 8'S ve 002 “fAujerioN SAIV/AIH
34 £0T €540 61 9€l |4 002 ‘dp1oIng
9'€ 86 25 40 by LL S 002 f[eHO paje|aJ-uiieddty
8 9's 81 10 L 0t Vi 700¢ OpIIWoH
08 8L €540 /2 el 43 6¢ 002 “HOIN Aunluj B|21YA J0IOIN
€12 €510 62 v'ie 6¢ %002 “MON 490ue) Isealq djewa4
€€y 62S €540 /€ 0'1S (1]7 £ 00z “faieHoly Jadue) bun
9'8ST 981 €640 8¢ 7961 42 €€ 002 “fjeMo 420ue)
S/Te €50 Sp 2881 o St 700g Tijerio 9Sessiq MedH
0°108 €540 €1 17 17 002 ‘fujeriol |[e4an0
0T 34 €€40 --- S002 d2U3pIdU] SISONIdNL
061 9'S11 T 40 --- 500z ‘@2udpIdu| eayiouon
x4 T 40 --- S00g ‘@2uapiou| eipAwely)

0°¢ 0€40 --- G500z “@dudpdu] siIydis S8d

€1 St 40 --- S00g ‘@2udpidu] Saly

8€140 --- S00¢ ‘@2uapioul AIH
9k 40 --- §00g ‘@2ud[erdid SAIVY
0t 40 --- S00z ‘@2udjerdid AIH
qUdIdd  y3uddiRd pluey 4uddIdd 1 Pd/21ey 1'Pd/21eY 1Pd/a1ey 1Pd/aey 1 Pd/21ey Pluey  JuddIRd  puey  JUddIRd #101e21pU| Y3jedH

/ey /1.y /ey oluedsiH uoljeuIquwod Quoje gHN uoleuIquod duoje MHN /ey /ey
|eon SN ul 1o duoje gHN ul 1o duoje M\HN dlen dlew?
0102 1837 leloL fuyyz/eoey 19puap
* X1 “NILSNY

0'T £0T €h 40 /€ 0€ L'y €2 €002 “DjoWS oYM SI3Y1o
€01 €540 S s vEL 181 1 €002 ‘0z 26Y 49pun siayiop
0's 6L €540 TT 0T 6'S 9'€l 8 €002 WB1MYUIg MO
Sy 8'9 2540 --- - - - - - - €002 ‘fifeHo Jueyu)

€510 0T 106 S'80% 8L 9'€L --- €002 ‘“Anneg
€510 05 702 9'1€E 8'1E [ TTe s T61 #00¢ sa19qelq
€540 H€ ¥'81T 02 114 L1 8L £ Tl €2 v'Le 002 ‘eluownaug
ov o€ ek 565 009 €L1 [A ) 12 192 € S8 002 ‘Aujero SAIV/AIH
€540 8T g€l L6 86 o4 9'ce 0z €1¢ #00¢ ‘@pidIng
2540 T1 802 €82 9'82 €1 (423 7002 f[eHO paje|as-ulieddty
810/ 6Tc GEe 33 8 T'SE 002 “apIdIWoH
€540 61 ST SpT 9L 6 20t e 981 %002 “HOWN Ainluj S[DIY3A 010N
€54022 v'62 2514 062 g€ Ve [44 v'62 002 “MO|N 430uE) Isealq djewsy
€540 9¢ SIS 9bS 6'vS 68t v6v L€ §'8€ 9€ S 002 ‘faiferop Jadue) bun
€540 82 £1le 9'/2e 0'622 8681 8161 6¢ 8L 24 v'9L2 002 “fjeHoly s20ue)
€50 €€ T0€e T8Le 0082 TesT 9'ST 23 6°€8T 8¢ 5262 7002 Tijerioy 9sessiq MesH
€540 12 €YL6 €149 YET'T 6'THT'T §'8eL 09¢L 44 2964 e L9121 002 ‘fujeMol |[e42n0
€€ 40 ST L0 vl L ST THL S00g 32UdPIdU] SISOINIBGNL
v 40 91 T'81E 0z 6'Tie 43 896€ S00Z ‘92udpIdu| eay4i0u0n
T 40 2€ v 8T £089 0€ L0ve
0£J0¢ 08¢ S 8'S [3 T
S0t 8L €6 €56 LLE '8¢ 1 [ £ 1 9pIT S002 ‘@2udpidu| SaIy
8€10 --- §00g “2u3p1dul AIH
CoZCES SOvET €L18 8LES'T €SS T CIIT'T 6'IET'T 12 ve9y € 9ehee S00¢ ‘2udjeAdld saly
0b 40 --- - - - 5002 ‘@2udjerdid AIH

AUdIdd  y3uddiRd pluey PRUCREY] 1Pd/21ey 1'Pd/21eY 1Pd/a1ey 1Pd/aey 1Pd/21ey Pluey  Juddldd  pluey  uddIdd #101e21pU| Y3jedH

/ey /ey /a1y oluedsiH uoljeuIquwod Quoje gHN uoljeuIqwod auoje MHN /ey /ey
|eon SN ul 1o duoje gHN ul 1o duoje M\HN dlen dlewa
0102 1837 le3oL fuyyz/eoey 13puay

(ALNNOD NOLINA) WY “VINVILY

92 @ BIG CITIES HEALTH INVENTORY 2007



*S80BJ 9J0W 10 BUO UlIM UOIRUIqUIOD Ul 8.4 Jey) Jo Bulaq 4o aded jeyl Jo Ajuo Huisq pajesipul jeyy uonendod syl syussaidal uoeuIquoy) /auolyF eded 1ey) Jo Ajuo Guiaq paiedipul 1eyl uonendod ayy syuasaldal auo|y§ ‘@roqe paiynads dnoib (HN) d1uedsiH-uon ayj 404

pi-GT 86 uswom 0oQ

‘T 4ad a1e4 Al

9} ‘sajewa) 000‘00T Jod a1ed A1

1sealq ajewa4 'saunbiy 00z Nealng snsua) "S’n uo paseq ‘uoneindod 000‘00T 4od pJepueis 8y} se 0OQOZ 4eaAk Buisn pajsnlpe-abe sajes Aijerow syuiq 9l 00T 4od @1es A}1jelIow JuBUT "SUMI] [|B O Juddtad aJe SI01edIpul A}I[RJRU pUR SB]eJ e S10}edipul A}jeriow pue A}pIGUON L
*9]qe[IBAR 10U BJEP IO (g URY] SS| SI UOIIR|ND[ED JuadIad JO 9)eJ Ul Pasn B1ep JOJRIBWNN ,---,
JuadJad /9184 158YB1Y 03 SpUOdsaLI0d T Qg UeY} J21eaJb SI uoije|ndjed Juadiad Jo 91eJ Ul Pasn ejep JOJRJaWNU PUB B|qe|ieAR 1. 1P UDIYM 40} SBILD JO Yuey f

fiepuodag pue Alewlid 10) e1ep [9A3]-A11D BlUB|1Y JO Pea)jsul pasn alam elep Aluno) uol|n4 ‘elydipn pue ‘obaiqg ues ‘ojusweldes ‘puefliod

0|N2JagNL pue eipAwely) ‘eaiouoy ‘sijiydAis

odeuelpu] ‘njnjouoH ‘ousa.l ‘sbulidg opelojo) ‘enbianbng|y :6uimoj|o} sy 10} elep |9A3]-A110 JO pesisul pasn aJom elep Apiglow >.E:ou ®

*S31110 pap020ab SnsIaA paliodad Jo suonell

| UO SD}0U [BDIUYIR)} DS ¥

0’1 £0T € 40 €€ 0t (A2 (A 9 €002 ‘»ows oYM SIYIoN
€01 €540 /iy -4 0°€T 80T 8 €002 ‘0¢ 26Y 43pupn siaylo
0's 6L €540 22 68 €L T€l §'9 €002 ‘WBRMYIg MO
34 89 2540 8¢ 9 - 0°€T €002 ‘feHol Jueyu)
199 €540 0§ 9'Lb 9'€L 169 6'SE €002 “fnneg
09 v've €510 [y 9'1C 0k 681 Sb 700z ‘So19qeIq
02 €5406 /e S1E 8 002 ‘eluownaud
L0 1747 0% 40 02 L6 L1e 002 “fAujerioN SAIV/AIH
34 £0T €540 €5 (44 002 ‘dp1oIng
9'¢ 86 25 10 9p 7 —- 1'se -—- --- --- --- #00g “AN[EeMOo\ paje|ds-wiiedliy
8 9's 8 10 8¢ €8 8 700¢ OpIIWoH
08 8yl €540 €5 f:34 --- --- --- 002 “HOIN Aunluj B|21YA J0IOIN
€1e €510 p€ 92 70€ f:14 8'8¢ ve 92 %002 “MON 490ue) Isealq djewa4
b 6'2S €50 €€ €€S L'LS 9'9§ v'LS €€ Tob 1€ €5L 00z “faieHoly Jadue) bun
9'851T 9'¥81 €540 g€ £'502 621 0'zee 0012 T'€le €€ £2L1 0€ 6"€9¢2 #00¢ ‘Aujeyiop 1due)
§'/TC €510 9 9'v8T LYTT €€1C €€61 0961 Iy €9€T o 205¢ 002 Mijerioly dseasiq HeaH
0108 €540 S 67028 §'84S 2'520°'T 918 9628 [ 2999 £ 80£0°T 002 ‘fujeriol |[e4an0
0T 34 €€ 40 8T L6 102 43 94 61 02T S002 d2U3pIdU] SISONIdNL
061 9'S11 740 1€ 8l 0vL 1692 1062 €28 8'€S 43 G611 6¢ 00T 500z ‘@2udpIdu| eayiouon
S2EE Tk 40 91 v 1v9 1849 9'910°T £82T'T £EET TLET [44 8028 it (4144 S00g ‘@2uapiou| eipAwely)
0 0€140 €1 60T [I] [473 500¢ @2udpdu] sjiydis s3d
€1 St 40 02 e (414 681 PArA] 01 (241 ST Tet 44 0°L€ S00g ‘@2udpidu] Saly
8€10 /T 62 L'18 rd 9'S 002 902 €1 Tel ST (15:1 S00¢ ‘@2uapioul AIH
9k 40 ¥ 8'Thh 6825 0°6SZ 2818 See Tvee 6 §°502 vl 6869 §00g ‘@2ud[erdid SAIVY
0t 40 ¥T 6°€S€ €1y 0081 LIS TLIE §92€ €1 76T 43 G€95 500z ‘@2udjendid AIH
qUdIdd  y3uddiRd pluey AuId 1 Pd/21ey 1'Pd/21eY 1Pd/a1ey 1Pd/aey 1 Pd/21ey Pluey  Juddldd  pluey  uddIdd #101e21pU| Y3jedH
/ey /1.y /ey oluedsiH uoljeuIquwod Quoje gHN uoleuIquod duoje MHN /ey /ey
|eon SN ul 1o duoje gHN ul 1o duoje M\HN dlen dlew?
0102 1837 leloL fuyyz/eoey 13puay
*VIN ‘NoLsog
0'T €740 TT €l szl €002 ‘oW oYM SIAYIoN
€540 1 €81 8'€T T€e €002 ‘0z 26V 43pun siaylo
0's €s)0¢ Cel v'9 ¥'ST €002 WBRMyLIg Mo
Sy [AF 2% 8'CL 0'8T €002 “ffeHol Jueyu)
€540 Sp 229 §02T v'29 €9 €00z ‘M4
09 €510 11T §'8€ L'8b 6 S v9€ 43 vy 700z ‘So19qeIq
€540 TT 692 0°Ze TlLe IA S 602 8 T'LE #00¢ ‘eluownaud
L0 oviog §0S (474 0L 4 0's€ 4 889 002 “fAujerio SAIV/AIH
34 €540 1S 9'S A4 €' Ly 6'TL 002 ‘dp1oIng
9 25101 0°2¢ 0°8b S8 4 L'v9 7002 ‘feHO pate|as-wieadly
8C 8v10¢ §'6€ 6'SS 6'SS € L8 3 S€L 00 “@p1dIwoy
08 €540 6€ 56 L6 86 6 9'6 L€ A% %002 “HON Aunluj B|21YA J0IOIN
€12 €540 TT TEe 9°6€ 6'6€ 0€e €€e 1t TEe 002 “MON 490ue) Isealq djewa4
€eh €540 T 9°0L v'SL 09 /9 0'89 ST €S 43 8'56 00z “faieroly Jadue) bun
9'85T €540 ST 0'1ge 2'85¢ 2092 £102 €702 ST 1061 vl 9862 #00¢ ‘Aujeyiop 1due)
€510 0T TL82 8'TcE Thee L'vbe 9'Lbe vl 5022 6 98¢ 002 Mijerio| dseasiq HeaH
€540¢ 9°6ET'T Sy8E §'862°T £60€T 5026 v'€€6 s 8188 S TLOY'T 002 ‘fujeriol |[e4an0
€€10 --- -— -_— -_— -_— -_— -_— -_— -_— -_— -_— G00g 22uap1du| sIsojn2_qNL
o8 0bES 6861 v'8eL TLEL 98 8'v8 S 5961 € 69LS S00z ‘@2udpidu| eayiouon
Wio9 8646 ££8S 0°S0T‘T 28IT'T 8082 2'88¢ 14 T'8IS‘T ST 6€9€ S00g ‘@2uapiou| eipAwely)
0€J0 b 662 9'vE 0°S€E 6'L1 v'81 1 €1¢ v 8°6€ 500¢ @2udpdu] sjiydis s3d
Sk o€ 76 6€ET §'SET 86T €02 € 889 € g€zt S00z ‘@2udpidu] Saly
8€10¢ 0v91 L7281 681 STy rey z 8011 z 9vee S00¢ ‘@2uapiou AIH
940§ 986 §'09S €0vET €951 8°£0€ 0'91€ € 89 S £9S€°T §00g ‘@2ud[erdid SaIv
oviog €EPET ¥'L0€ H'1SS‘T 00481 986€ 1'89€ € T'L66 € v6eL'T 5002 ‘@2udjerdid AIH
AUdIdd  y3uddiRd pluey PRUCREY] 1Pd/21ey 1'Pd/21eY 1Pd/a1ey 1Pd/aey 1Pd/21ey Pluey  Juddldd  pluey  uddIdd #101e21pU| Y3jedH
/ey /ey /a1y oluedsiH uoljeuIquwod Quoje gHN uoljeuIqwod auoje MHN /ey /ey
|eon SN ul 1o duoje gHN ul 1o duoje M\HN dlen dlewa
0102 1837 le3oL fuyyz/eoey 13puay

*@IN “JYONILIVY

BIG CITIES HEALTH INVENTORY 2007 @ 93



*S80BJ 9J0W 10 BUO UlIM UOIRUIqUIOD Ul 8.4 Jey) Jo Bulaq 4o aded jeyl Jo Ajuo Huisq pajesipul jeyy uonendod syl syussaidal uoeuIquoy) /auolyF eded 1ey) Jo Ajuo Guiaq paiedipul 1eyl uonendod ayy syuasaldal auo|y§ ‘@roqe paiynads dnoib (HN) d1uedsiH-uon ayj 404
"p-GT 96 uswom 00Q‘T 4ad a1es |3y ‘sajews) 000‘00T 4od d1ed A
1sealq ajewa4 'saunbiy 00z Nealng snsua) "S’n uo paseq ‘uoneindod 000‘00T 4od pJepueis 8y} se 0OQOZ 4eaAk Buisn pajsnlpe-abe sajes Aijerow syuiq 9l 00T 4od @1es A}1jelIow JuBUT "SUMI] [|B O Juddtad aJe SI01edIpul A}I[RJRU pUR SB]eJ e S10}edipul A}jeriow pue A}pIGUON L
*8]qe|ieA. 10U B1BP 10 Qg UBY] SS3] SI UOIR|ND|eD Juadiad J0 d1eJ Ul Pasn elep JOJeJBWNN ,---,
JuadJad/alel 1s8ybiy 0] spuodsa.lod T ‘0g UeY) Ja1eaJb SI uoiiendjed Juadiad Jo ajel Ul pasn Blep JOJelawnu pue 3|qe|IeAR 8 BIEP UDIYM J0j SBIID JO yuey f
's1S0|n2JagnL pue eIpAwe|y) ‘eaiouoy ‘sijiydis
odeuelpu] ‘njnjouoH ‘ousal ‘sbulidg opelojo) ‘enbianbng|y :6uimoj|o} 8y 40} elep [9A3]-A110 JO pealsul pasn aJam ejep Apigiow Aluno) %
*S31110 PaP020a6 SNSIdA paliodal JO SUOIIRIILI| UO SS10U [BDIUYID) DS «

fiepuodag pue Alewlid 10) e1ep [9A3]-A11D BlUB|1Y JO Pea)jsul pasn alam elep Aluno) uol|n4 ‘elydipn pue ‘obaiqg ues ‘ojusweldes ‘puefliod

01 201 €40 52 29 €1 6t s £00Z ‘|OWS Oy SIYI0|
€01 €540 02 9'eT g€l 91z 8Z £002 ‘0¢ 36y J3pun s1ay10
0's 6L €540 4T 10T 9'9 9'sT S/ £00Z WBRMyLIG MOT
Sy 8'9 z5 40 4T 00T 6’ 0T 09 £002 “M[eHo} jueul
199 €540 €€ 589 066 9'/9 9'9p '8y €00 ‘fAiag
09 vie €5108¢ v'8e Ve g0p T 7’61 T0C (3 62 LY 7002 ‘Sa1qeIq
7’0z €510 6T v'ee €61 2z 082 06T 761 8z 8T 9'0g 00 ‘eluownaug
L0 vy 0 40 02 r6 €9 §61 161 €€ s€ 1 ve 1348 00 ‘“AHIEHOI SAIV/AIH
3% 201 €508y €9 7S o€ r€ 0T 7’01 8T 05 50T 00z ‘3pIoing
o€ 86 2540 L€ zer €8 62 £ve 9y 8h 01 9¢ zse 002 “SHIBHO pajejai-wieally
8C 9G 81 10 8T (%1 €6 T1E TiE £ 3 6 8T 61e 7002 “apIILIOH
08 YAl €540 0 €6 S8 zel vel 9/ 6L 92 6€ st 00z “HO Kinfu| 32143 1030
£1e £540 8T 662 8H1 voy 8'0b 62 9’5z 8T --- $00g “Mol Jaoue) Isealg djeway
ey 6'2S €5402¢ Tvs 8'82 Vv veL 00S 1S 4> €€ 174 00 ‘“fjeHiop 49due) bun
9'86T 981 €510 b€ 802 LEET 6492 042 9'€8T 0°88T vz 6€ z1se 00 “fjemio} 490ue)
S/1C €510¢e £85¢ vhST T0EE £eee 9'€ee §8EC € c £8¢eE 7002 TH[EHO} 95e351q HeaH
0108 €540 £ 1898 119 YT 0'9LT'T s8¢/ 0'95Z 9€ 112 9'2L0°T 002 MM} [[elan0
0T 8h €40 0T vIT S0T 09T 291 Vs 8z Vi €1 vt S00g 92UdpIdU] SISONAAGNL
06T 9'STI Tvio el SThE 56€ 6789 69 v'6€ 0Th T vve 61 T's€e S00Z ‘@2U3pIoU| B3Y110U0Y
Y433 b 0 1T 7682 £€8¢2 0LLE'T L'S6E°T 286 1201 T 9°L0T'T 01 TSy 5002 ‘30uapiou] eipfwely)
0 0£108 vt EXS 6T 91 661 702 ot 53 z 07Zz S00¢ “2oUapnU[ SIIYAAS SBd
€1 Sb 40 ST vog 9'02 98y 6 002 802 ST T2t 91 6b 5002 ‘@2U3pIdy| SAIY
840/ §'8¢ 06T z09 019 00E (03 T 9T 9 619 5002 30u3p1dU| AIH
9 40 /T 0'sve 6122 s'€gs £/0vS 0192 vz 8T 6'0T 1 12Ls 500 ‘3uajerdid Saly
0v 40 9T 9'THe 6161 0b6l £°00S 8'50€ 0°81E 4 §€9T ST 9°2ES 500¢ 9ou3jendid AIH
JRICLICH IR ICLICK | pluey JRUERYCY 1Pd/ey 1Pd/ey 1'Pd/aey 1'Pd/rey 1'Pd/ey pluey  JuadRd  pjuey  uLdRd #101221pU| Y3EdH
/a1ey /a1ey /a1ey J1uedsiy uoleUIqWOd auole gHN uoieUIqWIOD auoje MHN /a1ey /a1ey
|eon SN ul 10 duoje gHN ul 40 suoje HN EJEN aleway
0T0Z 4235 oL fo1uy1a/eoey Japusn
211 “0DVIIH)
01 201 €40 52 79 9'8 7L £00Z ‘IOWS OYM SIdYI0
€01 €540 by 8 02t ST €€ €002 ‘0¢ 36Y 43pun s1ay10
0's 6L €510 02 6 69 o€l 0L £00Z ‘WBRMYLIG MO
Sy 8'9 754052 [ et 0y £002 “fAi[eHioly jueul
€510 91 78 0’802 res L v'0L V1L £002 ‘Auimed
€510 /¢ 85C 08Y 78y 761 €61 (2 802 z€ g1E 7002 ‘Sa1qelq
€5408¢ LT 9'91 9'91 6€ 6T ve 0z 00 ‘eluownaug
0t 40 0T €sT 62k vy 8 V6 et 81e 00 ‘AUIEHOI SAIV/AIH
€540 T2 zel €91 5§91 2 602 00z ‘3pioing
754012 891 rve T'se £€1 S€T |1 z6C 002 “SHIEHON paje|ai-uneaity
8y 10 I€ 11 0'5C 0S¢ 8z 961 002 “opIWoH
€540 b 1T 561 861 o€ 691 00Z “Ho Kinfuj 321y 10301\
€540 £1 £0€ 60 €T 02 Tz 1 £0¢g --- 00z “Mol Jaoue) iseaig djeway
€540 T2 §'59 SvL TsL €29 9'29 8T 928 sz 88 002 “fjeHioly 490ue) bun
£510 42 6v1C €62 1562 2261 2'g61 ! 0161 € ze9e 00z “jeMo} Ja0ue)
€510 Tote 5552 r'lse 9°€61 ST6T b VST 9¢ 0'T0¢ 00 Tai[eHo[ 95e951q HesH
€502 0'€26 z'8vs V82T T'00€'T 7’198 1998 61 V118 14 v'ese'T 002 ‘MM [[elan
€£4022 S8 6t €T 8T szt S00Z 20U3pIdU] SISON2IBGNY
b 40 0T 9'29¢ 9'0TT 5186 5866 661 205 ST [¥a 03 o1 6'vey 500 ‘22U3pIdU| B3YLI0U0Y
v 10 T2 168 /98 PIPET 9'p9ET v'8TT z02T 91 £016 9% 0092
05107 (341 75¢ 9'6e 66 T0T 6 g€C
Sb 40 6T 022 945 9'85 €6 7’6 €1 091 61 5'8g S00¢ ‘@2UapidUY| SAIY
8£408 T'se 88 £v8 61 st 8 €02 o1 995 5002 “@2uapiou] AIH
9 40 2€ €181 890 6°€Th ru 6’8, €z 618 ve 0162 500 ‘33uajerdid SalY
v 40 0T €0y z8el T0v6 '956 Tl vErT v v'z8e 91 1825 5002 92u3[endid AH
JRICLICH IR ICLICK | pluey JRIERYCY 1Pd/ey 1Pd/ey 1'Pd/aey 1'Pd/rey 1Pd/rey pluey  JuadRd  pjuey  uLdIRd #¥101221pU] Y3EdH
/a1ey /a1ey /a1ey Jluedsiy uoleUIqWOd auole gHN uoleUIqWIOD auoje MHN /a1ey /a1ey
|eon SN ul 10 duoje gHN ul 40 suoje HN EJEN aleway
0T0Z 4235 oL fyo1uy1a/eoey Japusn

*JN ‘ALLOTYVH)

94 @ BIG CITIES HEALTH INVENTORY 2007



*S80BJ 9J0W 10 BUO UlIM UOIRUIqUIOD Ul 8.4 Jey) Jo Bulaq 4o aded jeyl Jo Ajuo Huisq pajesipul jeyy uonendod syl syussaidal uoeuIquoy) /auolyF eded 1ey) Jo Ajuo Guiaq paiedipul 1eyl uonendod ayy syuasaldal auo|y§ ‘@roqe paiynads dnoib (HN) d1uedsiH-uon ayj 404
"p-GT 96 uswom 00Q‘T 4ad a1es |3y ‘sajews) 000‘00T 4od d1ed A
1sealq ajewa4 'saunbiy 00z Nealng snsua) "S’n uo paseq ‘uoneindod 000‘00T 4od pJepueis 8y} se 0OQOZ 4eaAk Buisn pajsnlpe-abe sajes Aijerow syuiq 9l 00T 4od @1es A}1jelIow JuBUT "SUMI] [|B O Juddtad aJe SI01edIpul A}I[RJRU pUR SB]eJ e S10}edipul A}jeriow pue A}pIGUON L
*8]qe|ieA. 10U B1BP 10 Qg UBY] SS3] SI UOIR|ND|eD Juadiad J0 d1eJ Ul Pasn elep JOJeJBWNN ,---,
JuadJad/alel 1s8ybiy 0] spuodsa.lod T ‘0g UeY) Ja1eaJb SI uoiiendjed Juadiad Jo ajel Ul pasn Blep JOJelawnu pue 3|qe|IeAR 8 BIEP UDIYM J0j SBIID JO yuey f
's1S0|n2JagnL pue eIpAwe|y) ‘eaiouoy ‘sijiydis
odeuelpu] ‘njnjouoH ‘ousal ‘sbulidg opelojo) ‘enbianbng|y :6uimoj|o} 8y 40} elep [9A3]-A110 JO pealsul pasn aJam ejep Apigiow Aluno) %
*S31110 PaP020a6 SNSIdA paliodal JO SUOIIRIILI| UO SS10U [BDIUYID) DS «

fiepuodag pue Alewlid 10) e1ep [9A3]-A11D BlUB|1Y JO Pea)jsul pasn alam elep Aluno) uol|n4 ‘elydipn pue ‘obaiqg ues ‘ojusweldes ‘puefliod

0’1 £0T €bjo€ €1 6L 0€t 8'92 €002 ‘»ows oYM SIYIoN
€01 €540¢2 81 66T L'Te [ALR} €002 ‘0¢ 26Y 43pupn siaylo
0's 6L €5409 s 10T Tl 6'8 €002 ‘WBRMYIg MO
34 89 gs o vl 00T - €l €002 ‘feHol Jueyu)
199 €540 1€ 0L 8'08 LLL 8'09 €002 “fnneg
09 v've €510 12 Vi€ (342 TTc 91 9€ 700z ‘So19qeIq
02 €540 2p 291 881 0'sT 17 £ €02 002 ‘eluownaud
L0 a2 01 J0 92 6L ¥'01 0€ ST #00¢ ‘M[eMoN SAIV/AIH
34 £0T €540 92 [l 281 ve 61 002 ‘dp1oIng
9 86 25402¢ (44! vLT Ll 601 Yad VLT 002 ‘f[eHO pate|as-wiieadly
8 9's 81 10 9T 6'ST €Te (42 43 8 700¢ OpIIWoH
08 8L €540 /iy €L --- --- --- --- £ 92l 002 “HOIN Aunluj B|21YA J0IOIN
€12 €540§ €8¢ T'6€ 9'6€ 98¢ €6€ S €8¢ %002 “MON 490ue) Isealq djewa4
b 6'2S €S0y 018 L8 988 6'8L 208 8 0'8S 1 6'STT 00z “faieHoly Jadue) bun
9'851T 9'¥81 €540¢G 1'85¢ 6'90T 062 0762 £6£2 L€ve 9 202 |4 6°6€€ #00¢ ‘Aujeyiop 1due)
§'/TC €5)0G 8729¢ T86€ (&4 9'ThE 0°ZvE S €982 v (X747 002 Mijerioly dseasiq HeaH
0108 €540/ 0TET'T 9'589 €65¢'T €€Le'T SE€P0‘T 6'T90°T 9 1226 9 YOy’ T 002 ‘fujeriol |[e4an0
01 3% €€ 40 02 T6 9L 821l L1 8'ZL S00Z d2UdPIdUJ SISOIN2IBGNL
061 9'S11 Wiz £€89 L6v1 T€T6 6'6£6 198 688 € 7619 1 0evL 500z ‘@2udpIdu| eayiouon
43 i/ 9'¢L6 S'99% S€8T'T 6'702'T 9781 £'061 4 861E'T 9 1SS S00¢ “@2udpidu| eipAweyd

0°¢ 0€ 40 --- G500z “@dudpdu] siIydis S8d

€1 St 40 §€ 86 g€l vl 45 891 S00g ‘@2udpidu] Saly

8€10 02 0ve 162 T0E 9€T 0vI 61 €8 61 17 S00¢ ‘@2uapioul AIH
91 40 02 0°20€ 9SS 6'8E £'55¢ T'L61 9'€02 61 T'eet 0z 0°10S §00g ‘@2ud[erdid SAIVY
0t 40 b2 9'€Te 9'89¢ Tive ¥4 8'STT 9611 L1 6€et Le vETE 500z ‘@2udjendid AIH
qUdIdd  y3uddiRd pluey AuId 1 Pd/21ey 1'Pd/21eY 1Pd/a1ey 1Pd/aey 1 Pd/21ey Pluey  Juddldd  pluey  uddIdd #101e21pU| Y3jedH

/ey /1.y /ey oluedsiH uoljeuIquwod Quoje gHN uoleuIquod duoje MHN /ey /ey
|eon SN ul 1o duoje gHN ul 1o duoje M\HN dlen dlew?
0102 1837 leloL fuyyz/eoey 13puay

+HO “aNV13IAIT1)

0'T €409 9'ST el 861 €002 ‘oW oYM SIAYIoN
€5408 991 6'ST v've 6'8 €002 ‘0z 26V 43pun siaylo
0's €5)08 ¢t (44} %] €002 WBRMyLIg Mo
34 2540 11 €01 0'ST €002 ‘“Ajerop ey
€540 0 T 8'TL1 6L 8'08 19 229 €002 ‘i
09 €5)0G [43% 9'1L v'eL 0'c Tl 3 € 89S 700z ‘So19qeIq
€540 62 §6T 092 €92 §91 191 6¢C SC 892 #00¢ ‘eluownaud
L0 0F 40 --- 002 “fAujerio SAIV/AIH
34 €540 02 €€l --- --- (A4 (241 ve 891 002 ‘dp1oIng
9'€ 2540 €2 S91 162 7'0€ ve €82 002 feHO| paje|as-uuieddiy
8 8110 /T 8'ST [T1€ [1€ ST v9¢ 700¢ OpIIWoH
08 €540 2¢ 02t vl €1 i€ §'ST %002 “HON Aunluj B|21YA J0IOIN
€1e €5409 v'9€ (444 L'y 8'1E Tee 9 v'9€ 002 “MON 490ue) Isealq djewa4
€eh €5)08 0'SL 9€0T £'901 £6S 209 12 929 0z 288 00z “faieroly Jadue) bun
9'85T €5409 9'vSe £8e€ 6'IEE 7612 [41t44 14 9€2e 8 0°01E #00¢ ‘Aujeyiop 1due)
€51092 8'8hc SH0E T'80€ 281e 6'61¢ 6¢ 6161 43 £6e€ 002 Mijerio| dseasiq HeaH
€540 0T 67201 veee't T1SET 1°0€6 £'8€6 8 Sp68 o1 LvET 002 ‘fujeriol |[e4an0

€€ 40 62 09 S00Z d2UdPIdUJ SISOIN2IBGNL

ot 5628 8069 §90L v'es §'€S 1 8226 4 1'90L S00z ‘@2udpidu| eayiouon

wiog £'98€'T 7’814 8VEL 9'0eT | X4} 4 ££90°C 1 8'109 S00g “d2udpiou] eipAwe|y)

0€ 40 --- G500z “@duapu] siIydis s8d

St 40 T 0ze SpE €'5¢ 81l 12t (114 '8¢ S00z ‘@2udpidu] Saly

8e102e 12 062 162 8'ST 91 €2 SpE S00¢ ‘@2uapiou AIH

9k 40 92 £0ve €962 1°€0€ €861 9202 512 €0L 512 70l §00g ‘@2ud[erdid SaIv

0% 40 61 0692 [A1X LLg€ r€ee ¥'82¢ (114 TEIL 61 eV 5002 ‘@2udjerdid AIH

AUdIdd  y3uddiRd pluey PRUCREY] 1Pd/21ey 1'Pd/21eY 1Pd/a1ey 1Pd/aey 1Pd/21ey Pluey  Juddldd  pluey  uddIdd #101e21pU| Y3jedH

/ey /ey /a1y oluedsiH uoljeuIquwod Quoje gHN uoljeuIqwod auoje MHN /ey /ey
|eon SN ul 1o duoje gHN ul 1o duoje M\HN dlen dlewa
0102 1837 le3oL fuyyz/eoey 13puay

«HO “LLYNNIDONI)

BIG CITIES HEALTH INVENTORY 2007 @ 95




*S80BJ 9J0W 10 BUO UlIM UOIRUIqUIOD Ul 8.4 Jey) Jo Bulaq 4o aded jeyl Jo Ajuo Huisq pajesipul jeyy uonendod syl syussaidal uoeuIquoy) /auolyF eded 1ey) Jo Ajuo Guiaq paiedipul 1eyl uonendod ayy syuasaldal auo|y§ ‘@roqe paiynads dnoib (HN) d1uedsiH-uon ayj 404
"p-GT 96 uswom 00Q‘T 4ad a1es |3y ‘sajews) 000‘00T 4od d1ed A
1sealq ajewa4 'saunbiy 00z Nealng snsua) "S’n uo paseq ‘uoneindod 000‘00T 4od pJepueis 8y} se 0OQOZ 4eaAk Buisn pajsnlpe-abe sajes Aijerow syuiq 9l 00T 4od @1es A}1jelIow JuBUT "SUMI] [|B O Juddtad aJe SI01edIpul A}I[RJRU pUR SB]eJ e S10}edipul A}jeriow pue A}pIGUON L
*8]qe|ieA. 10U B1BP 10 Qg UBY] SS3] SI UOIR|ND|eD Juadiad J0 d1eJ Ul Pasn elep JOJeJBWNN ,---,
JuadJad/alel 1s8ybiy 0] spuodsa.lod T ‘0g UeY) Ja1eaJb SI uoiiendjed Juadiad Jo ajel Ul pasn Blep JOJelawnu pue 3|qe|IeAR 8 BIEP UDIYM J0j SBIID JO yuey f
's1S0|n2JagnL pue eIpAwe|y) ‘eaiouoy ‘sijiydis
odeuelpu] ‘njnjouoH ‘ousal ‘sbulidg opelojo) ‘enbianbng|y :6uimoj|o} 8y 40} elep [9A3]-A110 JO pealsul pasn aJam ejep Apigiow Aluno) %
*S31110 PaP020a6 SNSIdA paliodal JO SUOIIRIILI| UO SS10U [BDIUYID) DS «

fiepuodag pue Alewlid 10) e1ep [9A3]-A11D BlUB|1Y JO Pea)jsul pasn alam elep Aluno) uol|n4 ‘elydipn pue ‘obaiqg ues ‘ojusweldes ‘puefliod

01 £01 €v40§ LST o€ vy1 €61 £00Z ‘I0WS Oy SI3YI0
€01 €540 62 L1 et 8'ST 96 £00¢ ‘0z 96y J3pun sdpoY
0's 6L €540 ST 86 s 9€T 4] €00Z WBRMYLIG MO
34 89 254091 86 - --- 6'vT 79 €002 “MjeHo} Jueju|
199 €540 Lp 6'LS 1'881 9'6L S'€8 TSy 0'9p €002 g
09 v've €540 01 6'8€ S8 S8 £9¢ 992 €1 8 L8y 00z ‘sa19qelq
7’02 €540 €1 592 44 8 8'92 0Lz €1 8 T 002 ‘eluownaud
0 v 0 40 6€ S€ #00€ “feHoN SAIV/AIH
8y 01 €540 €€ 801 LA 91l €€ €L1 002 ‘Op1ing
9€ 86 2540 9¢ T'€T 9T 6'SC 4 £6 Sg r'ee 7002 “A[eHio pajejas-wieally
8T 9'S 8110 82 €71 T6C T'6C S'S 96 iz 002 7002 Op1oIioy
08 8T €540 Tp 8’8 --- --- 9'8 L8 le TS 47 8eI 00T “Mol Ainfu 321yap 1oty
£1e €540 /¢ 18 S'Eh 9 x4 0've Lz 18 --- b00g “HOI 4e0ue) seaiq dewa
£y 6'2S €s40¢€ L€8 626 0's6 8'c8 9'€8 9 S'T9 € 6911 002 ‘“Mjeriop Jadue) bung
9'8ST 98T €540/ v'Lve 6°66C T'L0€E 6'S€ET 1'8€C 11 61 S 7'9€€ 7002 ‘Aijeioly Jedue)
S/Te €540 52 7°05¢ 9°08¢ L'/8¢ STve Leve se 9002 se €6cE 7002 Mijeriopy 3seasiq Heay
0'108 €54021 0'TSO0'T 6'€20'T LLe SYIET 6'986 8'966 €1 9°658 11 LOVET 002 “A[eHio|y ||elano
01 8y €€40 /1 S0T fo 4 9'ce 8T 99 €1 L1 §00g 20UdpIoU] SisojnasaqnL
06T 9'STT i 40 02 £'€62 9'/5¢ TLLL €8 €8 7’98 6 80TV €1 €€l 500z ‘9udpiou] edyLiouoy
STEE 74022 7685 T'SLy T'8/8 v'1E6 0'0€T Teel 4 T'LS8 14 0262 500z ‘@duappouj eiphwely)y

0°€ 0€ 40 0T S€T 9ve 092 ST £0T 9 LS i [Te 500z “93uapiou] siydAs s3d

L€T S 4o z€ 611 g4 6 9L 8L 1€ v'1e 5§00 ‘22udpidu] SAY

8£40 4T 80T 9'eh (414 €€T €1 8T S8 ve 8'€e 500z ‘@uapidul AIH
9% 40 9¢ el Tt seLT 67281 S'80T TTIIL 513 Yg74> 9 LSTe 5002 ‘92udjerdld saly
0% 40 82 €261 T9ve €40€ 6'see vvST 2'8sT ve €9/ 9 6'vIE S00g ‘@dudjerdid AIH
AUDIRY  JudIRd pluey 1HURdIRd 1Pd/aey 11Pd/aey 1 d/aey 1 Pd/aey 1Pd/aey pluey  JuddIRd  pluey U™ #¥103821pU| Y3edH

/ey /1.y /ey oluedsiH uoljeuIquwod Quoje gHN uoleuIquod duoje MHN /ey /ey
|eon SN ul 1o duoje gHN ul 1o duoje M\HN dlen dlew?
0T0Z 429 [e10L Moy /adey Japuay

«HO ‘snannio)

0'T €1 40 8T §'6 6'S 10T 60T €002 ‘Bows oYM SIYlop
€540 8¢ S0 S'61 €51 TL €002 ‘0z 26Y 49pun siayiop
0's €540 21 €01 €6 T'ST 6'6 €002 WB1MYUIg MO
P 2540 S (4 'S €002 ‘fueHoly ueyu
€540 8T S6L T9€T 018 9'06 £'69 L'T1L €002 ‘Mg
09t €510 ¢S 291 [R%1 9T s 23 81 7002 ‘Sa1aqelq
€540 1€ 61 881 681 L2 o (4114 002 ‘eluownaug
L0 0F 40 --- 002 ‘Aujero SAIV/AIH
34 €540 192 992 T'/C 4 0'Sk 00 ‘apIng
9 2540 ST 9'81 (A} A ST T #7002 ‘AUEHO paje|al-wieddly
8 8110 --- 7002 “opIdIWoH
08 €540 1€ [l L1 0Ct £ Ly %002 “HOWN Ainluj S[DIY3A 010N
€12 €540/ T'9€ 6E T'se L T'9€ 002 “MO|N 430uE) Isealq djewsy
€€h €540 H€ 8'1S 128 §'28 117 §9¢ 6¢ 9'8L 002 ‘faiferop Jadue) bun
9'8ST €640 G€ 2102 641 991¢ T°0€e £661 S102 i€ 9€LT 43 625¢ 002 “fjeHoly s20ue)
€5108Y ST €981 9°80€ v'62€ €ELT JR74] 8t et 8t Thie 7002 Tijerioy 9sessiq MesH
€510 2€ LT16 20£0°'T €€l £502°T €68 5206 43 V9L €€ TIET'T 002 ‘fujeMol |[e42n0

€€ 10 --- -— -_— -_— -_— -_— -_— -_— -_— -_— -_— G00¢ 22uapIdu| sisojndRqNL

T 40 S€ €911 62LT 9769 6'6€ o€ 6'seT SE £90T S00¢ ‘22uapiau] eayiiouoy

7 40 1€ £ 8'€0L £€85'T 612 Ve 9109 L1 [4:143 §00g “@duapiouj eipAwely)

0€40 --- S00Z “douapiouy siiydAs sid

S 40 Si 6€ S002 ‘@2udpidu| SaIy

8€ 40 8¢ 0's 8€ 68 §00g “2u3p1dul AIH

9k 10 by L 598 YArA s vy v Cel b 608 S00¢ “udjerdld SAIV

0t 40 8€ 8L 6'1L ¥'See £29 9€ Sve 8¢ 9811 5002 ‘@2udjerdid AIH

AUdIdd  y3uddiRd pPluey 4uddIdd 1Pd/21ey 1'Pd/21eY 1Pd/a1ey 1Pd/aey 1Pd/21ey Pluey  Juadldd  pluey  JuddIRd #101e21pU| Y3jedH

/ey /ey /a1y oluedsiH uoljeuIquwod Quoje gHN uoljeuIqwod auoje MHN /ey /ey
|eon SN ul 1o duoje gHN ul 1o duoje M\HN dlen dlewa
0102 1837 le3oL fuyyz/eoey 19puap

«(ALNNOD 0SYd 1) 0D “SHNINAS 0avu010)

96 @ BIG CITIES HEALTH INVENTORY 2007



*S80BJ 9J0W 10 BUO UlIM UOIRUIqUIOD Ul 8.4 Jey) Jo Bulaq 4o aded jeyl Jo Ajuo Huisq pajesipul jeyy uonendod syl syussaidal uoeuIquoy) /auolyF eded 1ey) Jo Ajuo Guiaq paiedipul 1eyl uonendod ayy syuasaldal auo|y§ ‘@roqe paiynads dnoib (HN) d1uedsiH-uon ayj 404

“pi-GT 868 uswom 0QQ‘T 4ad 81eu A8y ‘sejewa) 000‘00T 4od a1es Ajljeriow Jadued
1sealq ajewa4 'saunbiy 00z Nealng snsua) "S’n uo paseq ‘uoneindod 000‘00T 4od pJepueis 8y} se 0OQOZ 4eaAk Buisn pajsnlpe-abe sajes Aijerow syuiq 9l 00T 4od @1es A}1jelIow JuBUT "SUMI] [|B O Juddtad aJe SI01edIpul A}I[RJRU pUR SB]eJ e S10}edipul A}jeriow pue A}pIGUON L
*8]qe|ieA. 10U B1BP 10 Qg UBY] SS3] SI UOIR|ND|eD Juadiad J0 d1eJ Ul Pasn elep JOJeJBWNN ,---,
JuadJad/alel 1s8ybiy 0] spuodsa.lod T ‘0g UeY) Ja1eaJb SI uoiiendjed Juadiad Jo ajel Ul pasn Blep JOJelawnu pue 3|qe|IeAR 8 BIEP UDIYM J0j SBIID JO yuey f

's1S0|n2JagnL pue eIpAwe|y) ‘eaiouoy ‘sijiydis
odeuelpu] ‘njnjouoH ‘ousal ‘sbulidg opelojo) ‘enbianbng|y :6uimoj|o} 8y 40} elep [9A3]-A110 JO pealsul pasn aJam ejep Apigiow Aluno) %
*S31110 PaP020a6 SNSIdA paliodal JO SUOIIRIILI| UO SS10U [BDIUYID) DS «

fiepuodag pue Alewlid 10) e1ep [9A3]-A11D BlUB|1Y JO Pea)jsul pasn alam elep Aluno) uol|n4 ‘elydipn pue ‘obaiqg ues ‘ojusweldes ‘puefliod

0’1 £0T €b 40 T2 0L €' L1 L8 €002 ‘»ows oYM SIYIoN
€01 R L4 Ay vLT 0°L1 €y €002 ‘0¢ 26Y 43pupn siaylo
0's 6L €540 61 €6 8 €L1 6'8 €002 ‘WBRMYIg MO
34 89 2540 62 69 (A4 €002 ‘feHol Jueyu)
199 €540 1T 588 S'SHT v'iL LS ¥'6S €002 “fnneg
09 v've €510 8 3 9cE €18 8l 67T 0S 8¢ z6e 700z ‘So19qeIq
02 €540 22 62 v'ee 9'€e 61 6¢C 9've 002 ‘eluownaud
L0 a2 0 Jo 8T 00T 801 601 91 161 #00¢ ‘M[eMoN SAIV/AIH
34 £0T €5408 291 T'1e S'1e S €1 vee 002 ‘dp1oIng
9 86 2540 0€ SpL 01T 811 et €€ 6 002 ‘f[eHO pate|as-wiieadly
8 9'G 81 10 02 (473 T61 88 T6 13 ['1C 00 “@pIdIwoy
08 8yl €540 0€ szt 091 s 91l --- €2 61 002 “HOIN Aunluj B|21YA J0IOIN
€12 €540 €y g€ e e 37 g€ %002 “MON 490ue) Isealq djewa4
b 6'2S €540 9 %74 sy 659 €29 9z ey 8t 8'€e 4% €09 00z “faieHoly Jadue) bun
9'851T 9'¥81 €540 v 8'S8T 2602 6'€be T15¢ LT 09/1 9 S€ST [44 v'8€2 002 ‘Aujerio 4aoue)
§'/TC €510 05 v'SLT 0591 §'861 9702 [ZZ4¢ T9T s 6821 Vi vove 002 Mijerioly dseasiq HeaH
0108 €sjoey 6'TV8 T0v6 0°S€0°T T%20°T v'€6L 1°€08 9% S199 L€ 8'580°T 002 ‘fujeriol |[e4an0
01 3% €€40 €2 6L €l 12 8Tl S00Z d2UdPIdUJ SISOIN2IBGNL
061 9'S11 v 40 T2 €LLe £'S12 1'85L vy18 9'L6 €001 €2 8912 81 §9g€ 500z ‘@2udpIdu| eayiouon
x4 W06 2688 £2L6 09¢€°T TSEV'T 0'8.1 0°€8T 01 TEPT'T € 909 S00g ‘@2uapiou| eipAwely)
0°¢ 0€40 12 €9 89 69 81 Tl 500¢ @2udpdu] sjiydis s3d
€1 St 40 91 €0€ 062 3 L9 0'8e 8'8¢ 81 08 vl 1'es S00g ‘@2udpidu] Saly
8€109 V4% v'ze A% ¥'8S €9 9Ly ST 86 S S€L S00¢ ‘@2uapioul AIH
9408 8629 6'vE 9098 926 1'69L 9°06£ |4 9'€6 9 6ST'T §00g ‘@2ud[erdid SAIVY
0409 £°GES €62 8°9/L e 0'%€9 159 8T 20zt 9 86 500z ‘@2udjendid AIH
qUdIdd  y3uddiRd pluey AuId 1 Pd/21ey 1'Pd/21eY 1Pd/a1ey 1Pd/aey 1 Pd/21ey Pluey  Juddldd  pluey  uddIdd #101e21pU| Y3jedH
/ey /1.y /ey oluedsiH uoljeuIquwod Quoje gHN uoleuIquod duoje MHN /ey /ey
|eon SN ul 1o duoje gHN ul 1o duoje M\HN dlen dlew?
0102 1837 leloL fuyyz/eoey 13puay
x0D “¥3ANAQ
0'T £0T €1 40 8¢ 8T 80 Ty L €002 ‘oW oYM SIAYIoN
€01 €540 HT 0°ST €91 0'1e 9's €002 ‘0z 26V 43pun siaylo
0's 6L €540 2€ T8 9 Tl 'L €002 ‘WBRMYIg MO
Sy 8'9 2540 02 18 L9 (241 6'S €002 “ffeHol Jueyu)
€540 ST L'€8 6'TET 879 6'59 €6 +'0S £002 ‘a4
€50 8¢ [413 &3 6€S v'vS [0 (X% 9€¢ 6 6€ 682 700z ‘So19qeIq
€540 2p 291 (114 €5¢ 01 vl (37 Tt 6¢C 9've #00¢ ‘eluownaud
O Jo €1 vEL S°0T €02 902 82l 0°€T ST 8'€ o1 €€e 002 “fAujerio SAIV/AIH
€540 /€ €01 9'9 (241 9L 43 A4 6€ §'ST 002 ‘dp1oIng
2510 61 (44} ST ST 192 801 011 14 0's X4 682 7002 ‘feHO pate|as-wieadly
8b 10 ¥T 91 §'ST 9'1€E 9'1E TS €S S v’ vi 592 00 “@p1dIwoy
€540 T 8'sT S 9p1T 8L 00T 201 43 96 81 0ze %002 “HON Aunluj B|21YA J0IOIN
€540 8¢ 9ve 7'6€ 86 T1e v'1e 8¢ 9ve 002 “MON 490ue) Isealq djewa4
€540 6€ €05 v'ie T6L 8'6L (474 9 47 T'9€ L€ 6°0L 00z “faieroly Jadue) bun
€5 40 6€ £'S61 0°1ST S'v8e 0°28¢2 L2l (474} ob £091 8¢ 925¢ #00¢ ‘Aujeyiop 1due)
€510 0€ 8'6€C v'0Te v'1S€ 9'vSE 802 S90¢ €€ 0°€8T Y3 602€ 002 Mijerio| dseasiq HeaH
€540 9¢ 9188 F4 374 €Eve'T 1'95¢'T 019, €89/ 8¢ 1'80L ve 0€eT'T 002 ‘fujeriol |[e4an0
€€409 vt TTI g€ 6'€C 34 6 9 8 L 091 S002 d2U3pIdU] SISOINIdNL
v 40 22 €192 029 Lvel S'L8L £0S 6'1S 61 0°1S¢ 44 0°LLe S00z ‘@2udpidu| eayiouon
Tb 40 €€ by T8¢ 0°EV8 658 0'%9 §'59 J44 621L 43 T'6L1 S00g ‘@2uapiou| eipAwely)
0€ 0 €T 60T €6C 6'6C 09 9 3 v’ 91 291 500¢ @2udpdu] sjiydis s3d
S j08 (1§:1 T0€ 374 9 88t 661 s 06T L S9L S00z ‘@2udpidu] Saly
8€10{ L'19 9've 9°00T 201 9'€L (474 9 6€e 1 8'86 S00¢ ‘@2uapiou AIH
9406 €98 %92 €5LL 068 €L8L 6°€SL s 691 6 v'156 §00g ‘@2ud[erdid SaIv
040 TT 120b 9'991 L1419 9'829 S66b £01S it 91 o1 TEE9 5002 ‘@2udjerdid AIH
AUdIdd  y3uddiRd pluey PRUCREY] 1Pd/21ey 1'Pd/21eY 1Pd/a1ey 1Pd/aey 1Pd/21ey Pluey  Juddldd  pluey  uddIdd #101e21pU| Y3jedH
/ey /ey /a1y oluedsiH uoljeuIquwod Quoje gHN uoljeuIqwod auoje MHN /ey /ey
|eon SN ul 1o duoje gHN ul 1o duoje M\HN dlen dlewa
0102 1837 le3oL fuyyz/eoey 13puay

- ousma_

BIG CITIES HEALTH INVENTORY 2007 @ 97



*S80BJ 9J0W 10 BUO UlIM UOIRUIqUIOD Ul 8.4 Jey) Jo Bulaq 4o aded jeyl Jo Ajuo Huisq pajesipul jeyy uonendod syl syussaidal uoeuIquoy) /auolyF eded 1ey) Jo Ajuo Guiaq paiedipul 1eyl uonendod ayy syuasaldal auo|y§ ‘@roqe paiynads dnoib (HN) d1uedsiH-uon ayj 404
"p-GT 96 uswom 00Q‘T 4ad a1es |3y ‘sajews) 000‘00T 4od d1ed A
1sealq ajewa4 'saunbiy 00z Nealng snsua) "S’n uo paseq ‘uoneindod 000‘00T 4od pJepueis 8y} se 0OQOZ 4eaAk Buisn pajsnlpe-abe sajes Aijerow syuiq 9l 00T 4od @1es A}1jelIow JuBUT "SUMI] [|B O Juddtad aJe SI01edIpul A}I[RJRU pUR SB]eJ e S10}edipul A}jeriow pue A}pIGUON L
*8]qe|ieA. 10U B1BP 10 Qg UBY] SS3] SI UOIR|ND|eD Juadiad J0 d1eJ Ul Pasn elep JOJeJBWNN ,---,
JuadJad/alel 1s8ybiy 0] spuodsa.lod T ‘0g UeY) Ja1eaJb SI uoiiendjed Juadiad Jo ajel Ul pasn Blep JOJelawnu pue 3|qe|IeAR 8 BIEP UDIYM J0j SBIID JO yuey f
's1S0|n2JagnL pue eIpAwe|y) ‘eaiouoy ‘sijiydis
odeuelpu] ‘njnjouoH ‘ousal ‘sbulidg opelojo) ‘enbianbng|y :6uimoj|o} 8y 40} elep [9A3]-A110 JO pealsul pasn aJam ejep Apigiow Aluno) %
*S31110 PaP020a6 SNSIdA paliodal JO SUOIIRIILI| UO SS10U [BDIUYID) DS «

fiepuodag pue Alewlid 10) e1ep [9A3]-A11D BlUB|1Y JO Pea)jsul pasn alam elep Aluno) uol|n4 ‘elydipn pue ‘obaiqg ues ‘ojusweldes ‘puefliod

0’1 £0T €b 40 v 61 'L v'9 €002 ‘»ows oYM SIYIoN
€01 €5406 91 0°L1 S€l '8 €002 ‘0¢ 26Y 43pupn siaylo
0's 6L €640 9¢ 6L 9L L1 T6 €002 ‘WBRMYIg MO
Sy 8'9 25 40 617 6 9'€ €002 ‘feHol Jueyu)
199 €5409 9'66 0°0TT 6'69 ¥'SS €002 “fnneg
091 Ve €540 € 8'Sh 0'sS S'6¢ 2 3 700z ‘So19qeIq
02 €540 /€ L €91 902 43 147 002 ‘eluownaud
L0 12 0 40 1€ 4] VL i€ 002 “fAujerioN SAIV/AIH
34 £0T €540 91 €8 9's 91 9€ 002 ‘dp1oIng
9'€ 86 2540 1§ TS 6t 002 f[eHO paje|aJ-uiieddty
8 9's 8140 --- 700¢ OpIIWoH
08 8L €540 ST TSt €1 €81 681 91 06 L1 1'ce 002 “HOIN Aunluj B|21YA J0IOIN
€12 €540 €2 062 1'se ¥'6€ Tob €2 062 %002 “MON 490ue) Isealq djewa4
€€y 62S €540 €5 8'€e 0€e 68t 96t 4] Lz €5 oz 00z “faieHoly Jadue) bun
9'851T 9'¥81 €540 G L'€81 T€L1 v'1Le 0842 1902 £602 42 §'SST S 8'L2C 002 ‘Aujerio 4aoue)
S/Te €540 6€ 67Cle v'e61 [Tee 8'92¢€ 8'9vC 20S¢ o 8991 o S6Lc 700g Tijerio 9Sessiq MedH
0°108 €6 40 6€ 7S v'118 S8YT‘T 8'SLT'T 2656 TYS6 o G269 6€ €6L0°'T 002 ‘fujeriol |[e4an0
01 3% €€ 40 --- S00Z d2UdPIdUJ SISOIN2IBGNL
061 9'S11 4o v €18 Tov S01E T'9¢€ T2 0'8e 6€ v'vs [1]7 8Ly 500z ‘@2udpIdu| eayiouon
§'zee i 40 9¢ 18740 TSk £0SS 1965 vLET |44} 6¢ £2L9 [1]2 14 S00g ‘@2uapiou| eipAwely)
0°¢ 0€ 40 --- G500z “@dudpdu] siIydis S8d
€1 S 40 HE 90T €2l 43 76T S00g ‘@2udpidu] Saly
geJo €€ 66 TTI 43 76T S00¢ ‘@2uapioul AIH
9b 40 9% 68 0T 9 891 §00g ‘@2ud[erdid SAIVY
0F 40 OF 86 60T o T'61 S00z ‘@2udjerdid AIH
qUdIdd  y3uddiRd pluey 4uddIdd 1 Pd/21ey 1'Pd/21eY 1Pd/a1ey 1Pd/aey 1 Pd/21ey Pluey  Juddldd  pluey  uddIdd #101e21pU| Y3jedH
/ey /1.y /ey oluedsiH uoljeuIquwod Quoje gHN uoleuIquod duoje MHN /ey /ey
|eon SN ul 1o duoje gHN ul 1o duoje M\HN dlen dlew?
0102 1837 leloL fuyyz/eoey 19puap
X1 ‘osvd 13
0'T £0T €406 8L 9'€ ST €002 “DjoWS oYM SI3Y1o
€01 €540§ 9T €1 981 €002 ‘0z 26Y 49pun siayiop
0's 6L €540 1 S€T ¥ L1 €002 WB1MYUIg MO
Sy 8'9 zs40¢ 91T 181 €002 ‘fifeHo Jueyu)
€540 8¢ L'v9 6'821 809 9'19 €002 ‘“Anneg
091 €50 8T v'ee 29¢ 9'9¢ 81 6e 43 9¢ #00¢ sa19qelq
€540 8T 6 6€e Tve |4 £81 61 862 002 ‘eluownaug
L0 ob Jo pT oet S€1 L'€1 48 LL 61 691 002 ‘MeMoN SAIV/AIH
34 €5 40 617 9 €5 'S 6k 80T #00¢ ‘@pidIng
9 25402 GEE 88 (413 € L9 € 079 #7002 ‘AUEHO paje|al-wieddly
8 8y10€ 89¢ [Ai12 [A%2 3 68 € 589 002 “apIdIWoH
08 €540 T2 [448 0p1T (A4 €2 69 ST Cee %002 “HOWN Ainluj S[DIY3A 010N
€12 €540 T £0€ Tve 'vE v1 £0€ 002 “MO|N 430uE) Isealq djewsy
€€y €540 8T 029 S0L T 288 19 ve vy 43 8'56 002 ‘faiferop Jadue) bun
9881 €540 91 v'0€2 TS 8vire T'Lie 1061 2002 02 281 01 290 002 “fjeHoly s20ue)
€540 1 00 €The TT6E SH6E £91€ [ tX3 3 0°Z0€ S 9°8Sh 7002 Tijerioy 9sessiq MesH
€5408 vE0T'T £08L vS9T'T 9'9/LT'T 1916 €996 []8 €588 6 LL0V'T 002 ‘fujeMol |[e42n0
€€ 10 --- -— -_— -_— -_— -_— -_— -_— -_— -_— -_— G00¢ 22uapIdu| sisojndRqNL
Ti7 40 --- -—- -—- -—- -—- -—- -—- -—- -—- -—- -—- <002 .mu:wv.u:_ eay.iouon
b 40 ---
0€ 40 ---
St 40 8T €62 6'1E e vl €y 81 9 S002 ‘@2udpidu| SaIy
8€10 --- §00g “2u3p1dul AIH
9k 10 g v0Le 81 §'162 9562 v'6L1 2202 ST 98T Vi 2'81h S00z ‘@dudjerdid SaIv
0b 40 --- - - - 5002 ‘@2udjerdid AIH
AUdIdd  y3uddiRd pluey 4uddIdd 1Pd/21ey 1'Pd/21eY 1Pd/a1ey 1Pd/aey 1Pd/21ey Pluey  Juddldd  pluey  uddIdd #101e21pU| Y3jedH
/ey /ey /a1y oluedsiH uoljeuIquwod Quoje gHN uoljeuIqwod auoje MHN /ey /ey
|eon SN ul 1o duoje gHN ul 1o duoje M\HN dlen dlewa
0102 1837 le3oL fuyyz/eoey 19puap

1IN “Lou13aq

98 @ BIG CITIES HEALTH INVENTORY 2007



*S80BJ 9J0W 10 BUO UlIM UOIRUIqUIOD Ul 8.4 Jey) Jo Bulaq 4o aded jeyl Jo Ajuo Huisq pajesipul jeyy uonendod syl syussaidal uoeuIquoy) /auolyF eded 1ey) Jo Ajuo Guiaq paiedipul 1eyl uonendod ayy syuasaldal auo|y§ ‘@roqe paiynads dnoib (HN) d1uedsiH-uon ayj 404
"p-GT 96 uswom 00Q‘T 4ad a1es |3y ‘sajews) 000‘00T 4od d1ed A
1sealq ajewa4 'saunbiy 00z Nealng snsua) "S’n uo paseq ‘uoneindod 000‘00T 4od pJepueis 8y} se 0OQOZ 4eaAk Buisn pajsnlpe-abe sajes Aijerow syuiq 9l 00T 4od @1es A}1jelIow JuBUT "SUMI] [|B O Juddtad aJe SI01edIpul A}I[RJRU pUR SB]eJ e S10}edipul A}jeriow pue A}pIGUON L
*8]qe|ieA. 10U B1BP 10 Qg UBY] SS3] SI UOIR|ND|eD Juadiad J0 d1eJ Ul Pasn elep JOJeJBWNN ,---,
JuadJad/alel 1s8ybiy 0] spuodsa.lod T ‘0g UeY) Ja1eaJb SI uoiiendjed Juadiad Jo ajel Ul pasn Blep JOJelawnu pue 3|qe|IeAR 8 BIEP UDIYM J0j SBIID JO yuey f
's1S0|n2JagnL pue eIpAwe|y) ‘eaiouoy ‘sijiydis
odeuelpu] ‘njnjouoH ‘ousal ‘sbulidg opelojo) ‘enbianbng|y :6uimoj|o} 8y 40} elep [9A3]-A110 JO pealsul pasn aJam ejep Apigiow Aluno) %
*S31110 PaP020a6 SNSIdA paliodal JO SUOIIRIILI| UO SS10U [BDIUYID) DS «

fiepuodag pue Alewlid 10) e1ep [9A3]-A11D BlUB|1Y JO Pea)jsul pasn alam elep Aluno) uol|n4 ‘elydipn pue ‘obaiqg ues ‘ojusweldes ‘puefliod

01 201 €1 40 --- £00Z ‘|OWS Oy SIYI0|
€01 €540 TT §'sT £L1 0ze L £002 ‘0¢ 36y J3pun s1ay10
0's 6L €540 6 T/ 7’9 11 9'9 £00Z WBRMyLIG MOT
Sy 8'9 7540 L2 0 8’ €6 £002 ‘A1femop ueyu|
199 €506 S'T0T SHET 156 £69 €00 ‘fAiag
09 vie €509 T R4 T0E 6 z €15 7002 ‘Sa1qeIq
7’0z €5405 rve 0°sg 8'9¢ > S £y 00 ‘eluownaug
0 las 0 40 --- 002 “fHIBHOW SAIV/AIH
3% 201 €540 €T gyl 5T 8 Ve 00z ‘3pIoing
o€ 86 2540 81 VLT 44! 6°€T vz £82 002 “SHIBHO pajejai-wieally
8C 9G 81 10 0€ 0zt ovl X3 7St 7002 “apIILIOH
08 YAl €5405 v'ee 0ze 922 > VT S 9'0¢ 00z “HO Kinfu| 32143 1030
£1e €540 41 L0 6'vE 1 L0 --- $00g “Mol Jaoue) Isealg djeway
ey 6'2S €540 02 799 8'9¢ 6L Vi '8S o€ 474 00 ‘“fjeHiop 49due) bun
9'85T 981 £5408 0'9ve £€81 0'IEE S0vE S92 5 9€1e €1 1662 002 ‘Aujemo}y 43oue)
S/1C €508 0'T0¢ 6eve 898¢€ 0'96€ geee 6 T8 8 896¢€ 7002 TH[EHO} 95e351q HeaH
0108 €5409 0'SET'T 2'900°'T v8reT 7'065'T 8'06T'T S 0'626 8 LLer't 002 MM} [[elan0
0T 8y €240 12 98 At Vi €8 sz 06 S00¢ 2oU3pIoU] SISONdIGNL
06T 9'STI Tvio8e 9291 €481 9'€59 6'v0Z 928 Vi §'S/T 1€ T6bT S00Z ‘@2U3pIoU| B3Y110U0Y
SzEE Tt 40 6T §209 152 STOK'T STIST 85T 1 6206 vz 9'50€ 5002 ‘30uapiou] eipfwely)

0 0£40 -~ S00¢ “2oUapnU[ SIIYAAS SBd

€1 syioey 09 €9 117 r6 5002 ‘@2U3pIdy| SAIY

8€ 40 /€ 8's €9 V> 06 S00¢ ‘2u3piUu| AH
9 40 £ 8L veL S'T0€ T'ses v'29 oL 6€ T0g v T/et 500 ‘3uajerdid Saly
op 40 € vr8 159 vIEe vLS€E 0vL (97 ve 60 £ 821 500¢ 9ou3jendid AIH
JRICLICH IR ICLICK | pluey JRUERYCY 1Pd/ey 1Pd/ey 1'Pd/aey 1'Pd/rey 1'Pd/ey pluey  JuadRd  pjuey  uLdRd #101221pU| Y3EdH

/a1ey /a1ey /a1ey J1uedsiy uoleUIqWOd auole gHN uoieUIqWIOD auoje MHN /a1ey /a1ey
|eon SN ul 10 duoje gHN ul 40 suoje HN EJEN aleway
0102 4295 oL fo1uy1a/eoey Japusn

+ (ALNNOD ONSI¥L) ) ‘ONSIYU]

0'T €40 1€ 2% 9 '8 €002 ‘oW oYM SIAYIoN
€540 ST Ly STe LL €002 ‘0z 26V 43pun siaylo
0's €540 /2 '8 8l €L €002 WBRMyLIg Mo
Sy 2540 81 8'8 6'LT v'L €002 “ffeHol Jueyu)
€540 6 816 T/L '8, 6'99 £'89 €00z ‘M4
09 €510 T 0°G€E 0°8S G'8§ v'ie [T i ree 81 08¢ 700z ‘So19qeIq
€540 91 6'ST §'ST 9'ST 8t 8¢ 1'se #00¢ ‘eluownaud
L0 0% 40 22 96 S'/e 82 [44 L1 002 “fAujerio SAIV/AIH
34 €540 1€ 60T 91 91 L€ 091 002 ‘dp1oIng
9 2540 8¢ €11 181 8T 6 56 42 ST 7002 ‘feHO pate|as-wieadly
8 81 10 bE 86 v6T v'6T V3 vl 700¢ OpIIWoH
08 €540 /1 ST 8L 0°€T 43 v'se %002 “HON Aunluj B|21YA J0IOIN
€12 €510 52 '8¢ Tve e [+ '8¢ 002 “MON 490ue) Isealq djewa4
€eh €540¢e 159 €/8 0'88 8'99 §'/9 ve vy 61 106 00z “faieroly Jadue) bun
9881 €540 02 022e 7"S0€ 6°L0€ 202 £602 92 [4:743 JA v'v62 #00¢ ‘Aujeyiop 1due)
€510 91 T0/e 8661 8'8VE 8'1S¢ 6'19¢ 19 Tc v'0Te ST 09S¢ 002 Mijerio| dseasiq HeaH
€540 €2 2696 1058 0bLe'T 89821 8'606 0616 L2 T8 61 TTbe'T 002 ‘fujeriol |[e4an0

€€4o ¢ T'sT v 96 € 602 S00Z d2UdPIdUJ SISOIN2IBGNL

v 40 €1 £9¢€ €58 T9ve'1 02T S'18 €€8 €1 v'8e€ L1 6°€VE S00z ‘@2udpidu| eayiouon

b 40 €2 9585 €095 0°98€‘T 0°LTH'T 6981 06T 4 1'8k6 €€ L21e S00g ‘@2uapiou| eipAwely)

0€ 40 9T 80T v 00T 0C 8Tl G500z “@duapu] siIydis s8d

S 40 S §'ST 74 8'se S00z ‘@2udpidu] Saly

8€106 TLE (1x4 €8 T¥8 v've 6ve o1 rLn 8 €48 S00¢ ‘@2uapiou AIH

9k 40 0T §°58% 8561 €16 L'v€6 ¥'v0S 9'S1S o1 V474N 43 6€08 §00g ‘@2ud[erdid SaIv

0t 40 02 €192 0'8€T .19 6°0£9 481 6161 vl 0°SST 44 S0LE 5002 ‘@2udjerdid AIH

AUdIdd  y3uddiRd pluey PRUCREY] 1Pd/21ey 1'Pd/21eY 1Pd/a1ey 1Pd/aey 1Pd/21ey Pluey  Juddldd  pluey  uddIdd #101e21pU| Y3jedH

/ey /ey /a1y oluedsiH uoljeuIquwod Quoje gHN uoljeuIqwod auoje MHN /ey /ey
|eon SN ul 1o duoje gHN ul 1o duoje M\HN dlen dlewa
0102 1837 le3oL fuyyz/eoey 13puay

#X1 ‘HLYO/\ L¥04

BIG CITIES HEALTH INVENTORY 2007 @ 99




*S80BJ 9J0W 10 BUO UlIM UOIRUIqUIOD Ul 8.4 Jey) Jo Bulaq 4o aded jeyl Jo Ajuo Huisq pajesipul jeyy uonendod syl syussaidal uoeuIquoy) /auolyF eded 1ey) Jo Ajuo Guiaq paiedipul 1eyl uonendod ayy syuasaldal auo|y§ ‘@roqe paiynads dnoib (HN) d1uedsiH-uon ayj 404
"p-GT 96 uswom 00Q‘T 4ad a1es |3y ‘sajews) 000‘00T 4od d1ed A
1sealq ajewa4 'saunbiy 00z Nealng snsua) "S’n uo paseq ‘uoneindod 000‘00T 4od pJepueis 8y} se 0OQOZ 4eaAk Buisn pajsnlpe-abe sajes Aijerow syuiq 9l 00T 4od @1es A}1jelIow JuBUT "SUMI] [|B O Juddtad aJe SI01edIpul A}I[RJRU pUR SB]eJ e S10}edipul A}jeriow pue A}pIGUON L
*8]qe|ieA. 10U B1BP 10 Qg UBY] SS3] SI UOIR|ND|eD Juadiad J0 d1eJ Ul Pasn elep JOJeJBWNN ,---,
JuadJad/alel 1s8ybiy 0] spuodsa.lod T ‘0g UeY) Ja1eaJb SI uoiiendjed Juadiad Jo ajel Ul pasn Blep JOJelawnu pue 3|qe|IeAR 8 BIEP UDIYM J0j SBIID JO yuey f
's1S0|n2JagnL pue eIpAwe|y) ‘eaiouoy ‘sijiydis
odeuelpu] ‘njnjouoH ‘ousal ‘sbulidg opelojo) ‘enbianbng|y :6uimoj|o} 8y 40} elep [9A3]-A110 JO pealsul pasn aJam ejep Apigiow Aluno) %
*S31110 PaP020a6 SNSIdA paliodal JO SUOIIRIILI| UO SS10U [BDIUYID) DS «

fiepuodag pue Alewlid 10) e1ep [9A3]-A11D BlUB|1Y JO Pea)jsul pasn alam elep Aluno) uol|n4 ‘elydipn pue ‘obaiqg ues ‘ojusweldes ‘puefliod

01 201 €1 40 O €T 0 6'€ 79 £00Z ‘|OWS Oy SIYI0|
€01 €540¢€2 0T 61 €91 19 £002 ‘0¢ 36y J3pun s1ay10
0's 6L €540 2¢ 78 7’9 6°€T vL £00Z WBRMyLIG MOT
Sy 8'9 7540 62 69 Ts --- 11 0L £002 ‘A1femop ueyu|
199 €540/ r26 vevt Tss 9L 58§ 109 £002 “fupad
09 vie €510 02 61t 928 z15 91S 781 68T Vai 8z (3 00z ‘So1aqeIq
7’0z £54082 002 291 91 61 §'sT 9'sT 9z sg 622 00 ‘eluownaug
0 vy ov 0 TT T 0L 6L €8¢ €9 59 o1 1 0z 00 ‘“AHIEHOI SAIV/AIH
3% 201 €510 62 o0zt '8 9y Iy 861 202 o1 1€ 61 00z ‘3pIoing
o€ 86 2540 02 0T zsT ree 0€e S€T 8T 9 0z 562 002 “SHIBHO pajejai-wieally
8C 9G 8y 10 1¢ (¥4 TSt 8'5C 8'5e 67 TS 6 c (X3 7002 “apIILIOH
08 YAl €540 €T 19T 8'€z 7sT 'St g€l (2% 61 1 6'vC 002 “MOW Ainful S[IYIA 1030
£1e £540 8T 662 9'61 60 g '8z 882 8T --- $00Z “HolN 490ue) Iseaig djewdd
ey 6'2S €510 62 65 6'e€ 6L 6'6L £09 019 € 9% v18 00€ ‘N[eMopy adue) bun
9'85T 981 £54022 £L12 8591 ze8e 8582 6902 602 23 2 zese 002 ‘Aujemo}y 43oue)
S/1C €510 6T el £92¢ §99¢ 869¢ veve T25¢ 91 1 298¢ 7002 TH[EHO} 95e351q HeaH
0108 €540 8T 6266 9'€68 £'S0E'T 9'81€'T 9106 £916 91 0z 0'S€2°T 002 ‘AH[EMON [[e19A0
0T 8y ££409 vet 091 61 61 6y 0's 1 5 L S00g 92UdpIdU] SISONAAGNL
06T 9'STI Tvioce €202 v'v9 6'SbS €SS z0g T 14 6222 sz 9'9/T S00Z ‘@2U3pIoU| B3Y110U0Y
Y433 b 40 62 918 S€8¢E 0S8 0998 vH0T €401 £z 618 6€ SLbT 5002 ‘30uapiou] eipfwely)
0 0£10 IT g1l 78 902 602 EX 1L 6 X7 T €61 S00¢ 92uspU| SIIYAAS SBd
€1 Sb 40 0T £0op 9'8z 006 7’16 002 9'02 Vi 91z A 19§ 5002 ‘@2U3pIdy| SAIY
840 T1 29 €52 6'SL T 0ze 922 Vi 802 €1 128 5002 30u3p1dU| AIH
9 40 2T 9Ly £89¢ €68 0206 29y S'SLy Vi 0'STZ €1 6°0vL 500 ‘3uajerdid Saly
0Ot 40 ST £9vE 1591 6092 92LL 6vLT 5Z8¢e Vi 612 1 TELy 500¢ 9ou3jendid AIH
JRICLICH IR ICLICK | pluey JRUERYCY 1Pd/ey 1Pd/ey 1'Pd/aey 1'Pd/rey 1'Pd/ey pluey  gusdied  pjuey  usdsRd #101221pU| Y3EdH
/a1ey /a1ey /a1ey J1uedsiy uoleUIqWOd auole gHN uoieUIqWIOD auoje MHN /a1ey /a1ey
|eon SN ul 10 duoje gHN ul 40 suoje HN EJEN aleway
0102 4295 jeroL fo1uy1a/eoey Japusn
*X1 *NOLSNOH
01 201 €v 40 2€ 187 8/ 6'€ £00Z “MOWS Oy SIayI0
€01 €540 1§ A 86 o€ €002 ‘0¢ 36Y 43pun s1ay10
0's 6L €540 52 98 €/ £sT 7’9 £00Z ‘WBRMYLIG MO
Sy 8'9 754012 08 £002 “fAi[eHioly jueul
£5 40 0% 9'€9 111 508 0'90T 9% ovL £002 ‘g
09 €510 €5 S€T --- --- - - - €S €S (743 700z ‘se1eqeiq
€540 9¢ ST 9€ 112 TTe 00 ‘eluownaug
0 0 40 --- 002 “fHIEHOW SAIY/AIH
8y €540 T 60T St S€T 002 ‘opIoInS
9°¢ 2510 --- -—- -—- - -—- -—- -—- -—- -—- 002 ‘AujeHoy pajejas-waealiq
8C 8h 10 --- 002 “apiIIoH
08 €540 1§ rs 00Z “Ho Kinfuj 321y 10301\
€12 €540 €5 6v1 €5 6v1 --- 002 “MOJ 430ue) Iseaig Sjewa]
eep €54025 v sve oy €5 692 s 80§ 002 ‘ifepioly Jaoue) 6un
9'85T £540 €5 6°0ST 0€se 6651 1991 €5 6611 €5 ST6T 00 “Aujemopy Jaoue)
€5108p (P74 v'20S 7651 o1 13 Sel 05 veee 00 Tai[eHo[ 95e951q HesH
€540 €5 6699 9'045°'T 158 6'6vE'T £'ST9 r6vL s 8LYS €5 6218 00 ‘AUIEHON [[e49A0
€€ 10 --- _—— - _—— - - - _—— _—— _—— _—— G00¢ 22uapIdu| sisojndRqNL
Ti7 40 --- _—— - _—— - - - - - - - <002 .mu:vv.u:_ eay.iouon
Tt 40 ---
0£40 -~
Syiocy X 47 T6 S00¢ ‘@2UapidUY| SAIY
8€40 --- 500 ‘@duapiou| AIH
9y 40 b T'ss v 98T 112 0'1ST 500 ‘33uajerdid SalY
0i7 40 --- - S00¢ ‘@uajendid AIH
JRICLICH IR ICLICK | pluey JRIERYCY 1Pd/ey 1Pd/ey 1'Pd/aey 1'Pd/rey 1Pd/rey pluey  gusdied  pjuey  usdsRd #¥101221pU] Y3EdH
/a1ey /a1ey /a1ey Jluedsiy uoleUIqWOd auole gHN uoleUIqWIOD auoje MHN /a1ey /a1ey
|eon SN ul 10 duoje gHN ul 40 suoje HN EJEN aleway
0102 4294 jeroL fyo1uy1a/eoey Japusn

» (ALNNOD NTNTONOH) [H ‘“NTNTONOH

00 @ BIG CITIES HEALTH INVENTORY 2007



*S80BJ 9J0W 10 BUO UlIM UOIRUIqUIOD Ul 8.4 Jey) Jo Bulaq 4o aded jeyl Jo Ajuo Huisq pajesipul jeyy uonendod syl syussaidal uoeuIquoy) /auolyF eded 1ey) Jo Ajuo Guiaq paiedipul 1eyl uonendod ayy syuasaldal auo|y§ ‘@roqe paiynads dnoib (HN) d1uedsiH-uon ayj 404
"p-GT 96 uswom 00Q‘T 4ad a1es |3y ‘sajews) 000‘00T 4od d1ed A
1sealq ajewa4 'saunbiy 00z Nealng snsua) "S’n uo paseq ‘uoneindod 000‘00T 4od pJepueis 8y} se 0OQOZ 4eaAk Buisn pajsnlpe-abe sajes Aijerow syuiq 9l 00T 4od @1es A}1jelIow JuBUT "SUMI] [|B O Juddtad aJe SI01edIpul A}I[RJRU pUR SB]eJ e S10}edipul A}jeriow pue A}pIGUON L
*8]qe|ieA. 10U B1BP 10 Qg UBY] SS3] SI UOIR|ND|eD Juadiad J0 d1eJ Ul Pasn elep JOJeJBWNN ,---,
JuadJad/alel 1s8ybiy 0] spuodsa.lod T ‘0g UeY) Ja1eaJb SI uoiiendjed Juadiad Jo ajel Ul pasn Blep JOJelawnu pue 3|qe|IeAR 8 BIEP UDIYM J0j SBIID JO yuey f
's1S0|n2JagnL pue eIpAwe|y) ‘eaiouoy ‘sijiydis
odeuelpu] ‘njnjouoH ‘ousal ‘sbulidg opelojo) ‘enbianbng|y :6uimoj|o} 8y 40} elep [9A3]-A110 JO pealsul pasn aJam ejep Apigiow Aluno) %
*S31110 PaP020a6 SNSIdA paliodal JO SUOIIRIILI| UO SS10U [BDIUYID) DS «

fiepuodag pue Alewlid 10) e1ep [9A3]-A11D BlUB|1Y JO Pea)jsul pasn alam elep Aluno) uol|n4 ‘elydipn pue ‘obaiqg ues ‘ojusweldes ‘puefliod

0’1 £0T €040 LT 96 Sb 9 (2% €002 ‘»ows oYM SIYIoN
€01 €540 g L2t 12t 61 6 €002 ‘0¢ 26Y 43pupn siaylo
0's 6L €540 ST 86 69 PEL L'L €002 ‘WBRMYIg MO
34 89 gsio et 201 - 291 €L €002 ‘feHol Jueyu)
199 €540 b€ 289 186 T6L 565 9'09 €002 “fnneg
09 v've €sJo el TLE €59 6'59 962 6'6C 8 ST 700z ‘So19qeIq
02 €540 €1 T4 8'2€ Cee 9'Se 8'Se (8 €1 002 ‘eluownaud
L0 a2 01 40 91 01T §'6E 6'SE 1T €C #00¢ ‘M[eMoN SAIV/AIH
34 £0T €5406 9'ST 661 20z s L 002 ‘dp1oIng
9 86 2540 /L1 181 v'Le 8'/C vl €yl 91 002 ‘f[eHO pate|as-wiieadly
8 9's 81 10 61 €l 9°€g 9'€E 09 9 S v’ 0c €T 00 “@pIdIwoy
08 8yl €540/ 961 08T 281 002 €02 S 0€L 6 0°Ze 002 “HOIN Aunluj B|21YA J0IOIN
€12 €540 91 90 8'6€ Toy [o:74 182 9T 9°0€ %002 “MON 490ue) Isealq djewa4
b 6'2S €5106 9€L 629 v'€9 8L v'6L s TL8 s '86 00z “faieHoly Jadue) bun
9'851T 9'¥81 €540 0T L0be 912 €152 S'€ST STIve 9€ve 6 1102 43 7"0€ #00¢ ‘Aujeyiop 1due)
§'/TC €5)0¢e €292 7'982 €682 ¥'092 v'29¢ 0C [11e ve TeE 002 Mijerioly dseasiq HeaH
0108 €540 1T 21901 TSLL T°€02'T 29121 0°€€0‘T §Zho‘T L 6168 vl £'562°T 002 ‘fujeriol |[e4an0
0T 34 €€4021 0Tt €22 ree 9T 69 1t ¥'ST S002 d2U3pIdU] SISONIdNL
061 9'S11 v 40 ST §'81E §/et 2958 v'€L8 9'9L €8L L1 0162 ST 8'LE 500z ‘@2udpIdu| eayiouon
S2EE b 40 LT 1829 2SS €£9E'T T'S9'T 8'vee §'62e ST 9526 |4 L21€ S00g ‘@2uapiou| eipAwely)

0°¢ 0€ 40 02 9 9T 08T [13 v'8 G500z “@dudpdu] siIydis S8d

€1 S 40 €1 £9¢ €8 L8 8L ST ot 1'ce ST v'1s S00g ‘@2udpidu] Saly

8€10 0T T'LE 26 TY6 82l T€l 14 rre 9T L S00¢ ‘@2uapioul AIH
9b 40 8T 90¢€ 1°2ge 69¢L L1SL T'LST 091 8 012 €2 9'85h §00g ‘@2ud[erdid SAIVY
0t 40 52 6°€02 9701 108 LTS SLL 6L o1 S89T 0€ LTie 500z ‘@2udjendid AIH
qUdIdd  y3uddiRd pluey AuId 1 Pd/21ey 1'Pd/21eY 1Pd/a1ey 1Pd/aey 1 Pd/21ey Pluey  Juddldd  pluey  uddIdd #101e21pU| Y3jedH

/ey /1.y /ey oluedsiH uoljeuIquwod Quoje gHN uoleuIquod duoje MHN /ey /ey
|eon SN ul 1o duoje gHN ul 1o duoje M\HN dlen dlew?
0102 1837 leloL fuyyz/eoey 13puay

» T4 “TTIIANOSHIV P

0'T €bjog 9'L1 Al ST zee €002 ‘oW oYM SIAYIoN
€540 22 €l (A4 €02 €01 €002 ‘0z 26V 43pun siaylo
0's €540 1T 88 Ly A 6L €002 WBRMyLIg Mo
Sy 2540 L1 v'6 ¥'ST 6L €002 “ffeHol Jueyu)
€540 22 9L 9'L£2 9'8L €08 159 099 €00z ‘M4
09 €510 /¢ 6'8C v'6b 660 e €ve 3 T€C P4 T8¢ 700z ‘So19qeIq
€540 0€ €61 102 £0¢ e §'81T 47 L0z #00¢ ‘eluownaud
L0 0F 40 S€ §'s Lyl 61T €€ L6 002 1o SAIV/AIH
34 €540 €2 62l L'ST 6'ST 9 98 8¢ §'81T 002 ‘dp1oIng
9 251042 291 €2 6'LC 011 Tl S 6 [44 062 7002 ‘feHO pate|as-wieadly
8 81 10 92 et §ee 573 8Y 6 8 Ly 9T (X3 00 “@p1dIwoy
08 €540 52 9€T €€l 9'€l vEL S€l |4 0L |4 [ 4 %002 “HON Aunluj B|21YA J0IOIN
€1e €540 1S 102 66T 002 s 102 002 “MON 490ue) Isealq djewa4
€eh €5409 9LL 7'68 706 LS. 9L S v'29 o1 266 00z “faieroly Jadue) bun
9'85T €540 €1 v'e€e S'1/2 SviT [§er44 6'922 4] 9°€61 ST 1862 #00¢ ‘Aujeyiop 1due)
€5J0¢g 9'8€C L'v82 0882 6’822 €0¢ge 1€ 0°S8T 9 0TeE 002 Mijerio| dseasiq HeaH
€540 ST T°600°T £1€9 THST'T 9°0LT'T 1896 86 ST £2€8 91 €2 002 ‘fujeriol |[e4an0

€€40 1€ TS 62 L9 S00Z d2UdPIdUJ SISOIN2IBGNL

40/ T'sSp €25¢ SYET #'88€‘T et 91T 9 €59 6 8'Thb S00z ‘@2udpidu| eayiouon

Tk 40 0T 0°0+8 L1621 29L0C 0vI‘e 162 7'96¢ 6 SZ9T'T 8 6061 S00g ‘@2uapiou| eipAwely)

0€ 40 0€ 9 8¢ 9 500¢ @2udpdu] sjiydis s3d

S 40 €2 91 :14 062 81l 0°ct 61 9 €2 v'ie S00z ‘@2udpidu] Saly

8€ 10 62 0°ST €€E £vE 8L 6L [44 S9 6¢ 0ve S00¢ ‘@2uapiou AIH

9k 40 62 20ze £'6be £'89€ £08€ 9991 691 Vi 259 8¢ 8'58¢ §00g ‘@2ud[erdid SaIv

0t 40 62 £6ST T6ST TlLe 1082 0°02L 02zt Lz 99 6¢ €192 5002 ‘@2udjerdid AIH

AUdIdd  y3uddiRd pluey PRUCREY] 1Pd/21ey 1'Pd/21eY 1Pd/a1ey 1Pd/aey 1Pd/21ey Pluey  Juddldd  pluey  uddIdd #101e21pU| Y3jedH

/ey /ey /a1y oluedsiH uoljeuIquwod Quoje gHN uoljeuIqwod auoje MHN /ey /ey
|eon SN ul 1o duoje gHN ul 1o duoje M\HN dlen dlewa
0102 1837 le3oL fuyyz/eoey 13puay

» (ALNNOD NOIIVIAI) NI “SITOdVNVIAN]

101

BIG CITIES HEALTH INVENTORY 2007 @




*S80BJ 9J0W 10 BUO UlIM UOIRUIqUIOD Ul 8.4 Jey) Jo Bulaq 4o aded jeyl Jo Ajuo Huisq pajesipul jeyy uonendod syl syussaidal uoeuIquoy) /auolyF eded 1ey) Jo Ajuo Guiaq paiedipul 1eyl uonendod ayy syuasaldal auo|y§ ‘@roqe paiynads dnoib (HN) d1uedsiH-uon ayj 404

‘pi-GT 96e uswom 0Q‘T 4od a1es Ayl

9} ‘sajewa) 000‘00T Jod a1ed A1

1sealq ajewa4 'saunbiy 00z Nealng snsua) "S’n uo paseq ‘uoneindod 000‘00T 4od pJepueis 8y} se 0OQOZ 4eaAk Buisn pajsnlpe-abe sajes Aijerow syuiq 9l 00T 4od @1es A}1jelIow JuBUT "SUMI] [|B O Juddtad aJe SI01edIpul A}I[RJRU pUR SB]eJ e S10}edipul A}jeriow pue A}pIGUON L

*3|qe|IeAR 10U BIEP 4O 0Z UBY} SS3| S| UONERINJ|ED Ju3d4ad 10 BJBJ Ul PASN e1ep JOJRSAWNN ,---,

“JuddIad /a3l 153yB1Y 0} SPUOASAII0D T {0z UBY} J3}eaJB S| UONEIND|ED JUadIad 10 B)ed Ul PISN Blep JOJRJWNU PU. 3|Ge|iBAR DB BIEP UDIYM 40} SAIID JO YUy %

fiepuodag pue Alewlid 10) e1ep [9A3]-A11D BlUB|1Y JO Pea)jsul pasn alam elep Aluno) uol|n4 ‘elydipn pue ‘obaiqg ues ‘ojusweldes ‘puefliod

0|N2JagNL pue eipAwely) ‘eaiouoy ‘sijiydAis

odeuelpu] ‘njnjouoH ‘ousa.l ‘sbulidg opelojo) ‘enbianbng|y :6uimoj|o} sy 10} elep |9A3]-A110 JO pesisul pasn aJom elep Apiglow >.E:ou ®

*S31110 pap020ab SnsIaA paliodad Jo suonell

| UO SD}0U [BDIUYIR)} DS ¥

01T FA €40 0¢ €8 0'c --- el --- --- --- - €002 ‘@jows oyp\ siayiop
--- €01 €540 €€ 01T (448 --- £91 --- - - - €002 ‘0¢ 96Y J4opupn siayop
0'S 6L €540 pE 18 0L --- 9'€T --- --- - - €002 “WB1RMYLIg MO
S 89 2S 40 1S L€ - - €002 “jeriop e
--- 199 €540¢ 0°€LT '85¢ S'8L1 €00¢ funiag
09 v've €S540 T e -—- -=- -—- %002 ‘s?1eqelq
--- ¥'0C €540 ¢ 9'6€ --- --- --- $00¢ ‘eluownaud
L0 vy 0 10 S¢ 4] - --- --- $00Z fujeHon SaIv/AIH
274 £'01 €540 T SvE $00¢ ‘dp1dIng
9'€ 8’6 [A g k4 FRX) 002 “fujeriop pajejaa-waealiy
8C 9's 87106 6'6T %002 “@p1d1woy
08 8l €640 T 6°€E 002 “Ho Ainfu] 3121yap J0J0
€'1e --- €540 1 €es 002 Moy J190ue) 1sealg djewdq
£y 6CS €540 T 6901 002 “Aujepol J90ue) bun
9'8ST 9'¥81 €540 T 97SE +00¢ “Aujemiol 120ue)
--- YA €S40T 0°991 00¢ T1jerio dseasiq MesH
--- 0'T08 €540 1 7002 ‘f[eMoN [[e1dA0
01 8 €€40 --- S00Z 92UPIdU| SISONIANL
061 9'S1I T 40 --- S002 ‘@2udpiou| eaylouon
Scee T 40 --- S00¢ “@oudpiouj eipfwey)

0°€ 0€40 --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- S00¢g ‘@duspou] sijiydis s3d

L€T Si7 40 --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- S00¢ “d2uapidu| saly

--- --- 8€40 --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- S00g “d2udpidul AIH
--- --- 9% 40 --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- - - - §00¢ “@2udjeAdld saly
b 10 --- S00¢ ‘dudjendid AIH
13udd4d 13udd4ed pluey 13udd4ed 1Pd/2ey 11d/=.y 1'Pd/a1ey 1Pd/2ey 1Pd/=ey Pluey 13Ud213d pluey JRUCREEY #103ed1pu| ye’y

/1.y /1.y /1.y oluedsiy uoleUIqWOd Juoje gHN uoleUIqI0D auoje MHN /1.y /1.y
|eoy SN ul Jo duoje gHN u1 1o duoje MHN alen dewa4
0102 4e2A lejoL fd1uyiz/aoey Japuy

*NA\N “SYDIA SV

0'T £0T €140 21 0°€L 6'€ el 6'ST €002 “DjoWS oYM SI3Y1o
€01 €540 T2 €€l 8'ST £02 08 €002 ‘0z 26Y 49pun siayiop
0's 6L €540 62 €8 €' S'TI L €002 WB1MYUIg MO
Sy 8'9 2540 61 €8 92l §9 €002 ‘fifeHo Jueyu)
€540 82 S'1L §2sT T 0L #'09 £'19 €002 ‘“Anneg

€510 9¢ 6'SC 05 T1S T/ L1 23 [ 582 #00¢ sa19qelq

€5 40 617 SpT 0'sT ST 147 s vLT 002 ‘eluownaug

o Jo €2 7’6 L 181 L1 /1 002 ‘MeMoN SAIV/AIH

€540 82 T2t 0T (44} ST 622 #00¢ ‘@pidIng

2540 €1 761 L T'6€ 10T €01 €1 4% #7002 ‘AUEHO paje|al-wieddly

810 €T S/ €Tb €Th 1 91 8'SC 002 “apIdIWoH

€540 82 8T 6L (A4} 8¢ L %002 “HOWN Ainluj S[DIY3A 010N

€540 IE TlLe 892 T2 i€ Tle 002 “MO|N 430uE) Isealq djewsy

€540 ST £'89 288 768 9'€9 €9 91 8'€S ST v"€6 002 ‘faiferop Jadue) bun

€540 92 021e 8261 £95¢ 1092 261 6661 [44 9081 J44 £69¢ 002 “fjeHoly s20ue)

€510 9¢ 8'vee 582 €682 €902 ¥'80¢C 9€ [ 741 ve ¥°S0€ 7002 Tijerioy 9sessiq MesH

€540 1€ 9216 9648 0°I8T‘T T66T°T 5618 1628 ve S6vL 8¢ 9°LST'T 002 ‘fujeMol |[e42n0

€€ 40 0€ 'S S00g 32UdPIdU] SISOINIBGNL

Wiy 905§ TTIL 9°99¢'T 18011 TS 0L 12 8'9vS S 9'ySS S00¢ ‘2uapidu| B3Y4i0u0y

wios 8'656 1925 L6L6'T €10 2861 9°€02 8 S'90€°T S €885 §00g “@duapiouj eipAwely)

0£J06 g€l L €81 et 0°€l 9 Tle S00¢ duapmu siiydAs s3d

S 40 82 €yl e 8've 6 6 6¢C vve S002 ‘@2udpidu| SaIy

8€10 91 62 Ty ey 9've TSe 9T 96 v1 11§ §00g “2u3p1dul AIH

94022 0162 £'S12 67SE 6'99¢ 1692 €9/2 8T 9 61 6€€S S00¢ ‘2udjeAdld saly

ov40s £8€S 9'86€ 610L 8'€esL 6Ly 5'98Y ST 99T S 8896 5002 ‘@2udjerdid AIH

AUdIdd  y3uddiRd pluey PRUCREY] 1Pd/21ey 1'Pd/21eY 1Pd/a1ey 1Pd/aey 1Pd/21ey Pluey  Juddldd  pluey  uddIdd #101e21pU| Y3jedH

/ey /ey /a1y oluedsiH uoljeuIquwod Quoje gHN uoljeuIqwod auoje MHN /ey /ey
|eon SN ul 1o duoje gHN ul 1o duoje M\HN dlen dlewa
0102 1837 le3oL fuyyz/eoey 13puay

*0IN “ALID SYSNVY

102 @ BIG CITIES HEALTH INVENTORY 2007



*S80BJ 9J0W 10 BUO UlIM UOIRUIqUIOD Ul 8.4 Jey) Jo Bulaq 4o aded jeyl Jo Ajuo Huisq pajesipul jeyy uonendod syl syussaidal uoeuIquoy) /auolyF eded 1ey) Jo Ajuo Guiaq paiedipul 1eyl uonendod ayy syuasaldal auo|y§ ‘@roqe paiynads dnoib (HN) d1uedsiH-uon ayj 404
"p-GT 96 uswom 00Q‘T 4ad a1es |3y ‘sajews) 000‘00T 4od d1ed A
1sealq ajewa4 'saunbiy 00z Nealng snsua) "S’n uo paseq ‘uoneindod 000‘00T 4od pJepueis 8y} se 0OQOZ 4eaAk Buisn pajsnlpe-abe sajes Aijerow syuiq 9l 00T 4od @1es A}1jelIow JuBUT "SUMI] [|B O Juddtad aJe SI01edIpul A}I[RJRU pUR SB]eJ e S10}edipul A}jeriow pue A}pIGUON L
*8]qe|ieA. 10U B1BP 10 Qg UBY] SS3] SI UOIR|ND|eD Juadiad J0 d1eJ Ul Pasn elep JOJeJBWNN ,---,
JuadJad/alel 1s8ybiy 0] spuodsa.lod T ‘0g UeY) Ja1eaJb SI uoiiendjed Juadiad Jo ajel Ul pasn Blep JOJelawnu pue 3|qe|IeAR 8 BIEP UDIYM J0j SBIID JO yuey f
's1S0|n2JagnL pue eIpAwe|y) ‘eaiouoy ‘sijiydis
odeuelpu] ‘njnjouoH ‘ousal ‘sbulidg opelojo) ‘enbianbng|y :6uimoj|o} 8y 40} elep [9A3]-A110 JO pealsul pasn aJam ejep Apigiow Aluno) %
*S31110 PaP020a6 SNSIdA paliodal JO SUOIIRIILI| UO SS10U [BDIUYID) DS «

fiepuodag pue Alewlid 10) e1ep [9A3]-A11D BlUB|1Y JO Pea)jsul pasn alam elep Aluno) uol|n4 ‘elydipn pue ‘obaiqg ues ‘ojusweldes ‘puefliod

0T 201 €740 --- £00C ‘D|ows Oy Syl
€01 €510 Tp (A 8CI S€l 2c €002 ‘0¢ 26Y 49pun sidylo
0's 6L €510 by TL €9 8'€T 69 €002 WBRMyLIG MO
574 89 (A x4 [ 8y [ A €002 Aujeriol ey
199 €540 /2 02L 826 L6 [x44 €Sy £002 ‘a4
09v Ve €540 €2 70 L'y 828 Vs JA €Tc [ e ¥00¢ ‘Sa1Rqelq
702 €5409 L€E 6'LE (334 sk £0€ SIE 9 9 #00¢ ‘eluownaud
L0 (a4 0% 40 2 6'8 S8 T2 9Te 8L 43 91 (114 002 ‘A11eMoN SAIV/AIH
8y 201 €510/t 7 187 9 9 T6 96 LT Ly 00 ‘apIng
9€ 86 250 €g 8€l £el LSy (431 LS 09 6 43 g'Se 7002 ‘AH[eHO paje|as-wiedlly
8C 9'S 8pio€e G€T €€l 861 8'6Y 9 6€ €1 61 8'€e 7002 “apIdIWoH
0'8 8T €540 9¢ £0T 60T 791 (A L6 €01 e €€ T'sT 7002 “HON Ainfu] 3J21yap 1010
€12 €510 52 '8¢ §'81 9'Sy LY ¥0€ v'IE 4 7002 “HON Ja0ue) Isealg djeway
ey 628 €540 05 ok r'se 60L 62L 901 6Ty 0S 0S T'es 002 ‘fujerioly 490ue) bun
9881 981 €540 91 €281 £€91 5282 8062 SPLT 0081 v 6t 891¢ 002 ‘Aujerio 4aoue)
S'/Te €510 12 805¢ €zee SV6E S°S0Y €ove L'9ve ve 6¢ 6v1E 700g Mijerioy 9seasiq MesH
0'108 €540 91 §908 Sv8L 72821 92eE'T 9'SvL 8'89L b Ly £'586 7002 ‘A[eIoN |[e1ah0
0T 34 €€10 6T €6 [ 61 £'ST (1 ¢4 81T S00¢ ddUpIou sisojnasagny,
061 9'STL T 40 LE 6601 v'iL €528 [ 'S £'SS Ve €€ 092t S00¢ ‘22uapIau| eayiio0uon
433 Ti7 40 6€ 628€ £00S LV0'T 8'860°T 026 0°€0T 8¢ 62 Tehe S00g ‘22uapiou] eipAwelyd

0 0€J0 €T 601 88 102 TTe €1 TSt i €1 66T S00z “22uspidu] siIydis s3d

€T S 40 L2 0'sT §91 0'sE 89¢ 56 10T [44 L€ e 92 S00¢ ‘22uapiau| Salv

8£40 8T 192 1C 89 JA 9'sh S00g “d2udpidul AIH
940 Te 9°00€ 1292 0°64S 0°609 9zee Sehe 6¢ ST9 8T T'TbS S00¢ ‘dudjerdld Salvy
oo ze £0S¢ 2981 T9bS VLS 2692 8's8¢ 4 949 0c 6vEY S00¢ ‘ddudjerdld AIH
JuddIRd  JuddIRd pluey 1uddJdd 1Pd/ey 1'Pd/Aey 1Pd/21eY 1Pd/2ey 1Pd/ey Pluey  uddied  pjuey  uddsRd #101821pU] Y3jeaH

/91 Y /31 Y /31y Jluedsiy uoljeulqwod auoje gHN uoneuIqwod auoje MHN /31y /31y
|eon SN ul Jo duoje gHN ul Jo duoje \\HN ETEN dJewa
0T0Z Je2A lejoL fdiuyia/adey apuap

£#\1J “SITABNY SO

0'T € 40 --- €002 ‘oW oYM SIAYIoN
€6 40 6€ 70T 92l 82l (1374 €002 ‘0z 26V 43pun siaylo
0's €540 Tp VL 99 A 99 €002 WBRMyLIg Mo
34 2540 L2 0L 6'9 €002 ‘“Ajerop ey
€540 92 L 9701 6'vS LS 8'Sh 88k €002 ‘i
09 €50 €€ £'9C Tes T61 G61 43 Sb ['Se 700z ‘So19qeIq
€540 /T €€e 9've 0'se (8 43 6€e #00¢ ‘eluownaud
L0 0b Jo ST 111 801 11 €1 112 #00¢ ‘A[eMoN SAIV/AIH
34 €540 OF €6 SI 0'ST L2 981 002 ‘dp1oIng
9 25140 L2 0°ST 00T A 81 1°2€ 7002 ‘feHO pate|as-wieadly
8 8110 [ [5ai ve §Te 700¢ OpIIWoH
08 €540 €€ [ ¥t 0°€T vl v'6 17 el %002 “HON Aunluj B|21YA J0IOIN
€12 €510 9¢ €5e 122 w44 9€ €5e 002 “MON 490ue) Isealq djewa4
€eh €5J0 € (444 §'0S S'18 9% 0vE 17 €9 00z “faieroly Jadue) bun
9'85T €540 2h 9161 £'021 9261 961 34 €451 147 1eve #00¢ ‘Aujeyiop 1due)
€510 11T 1582 T661 2882 062 1T €82¢ i 0°29¢ 002 Mijerio| dseasiq HeaH
€540 O §'€S8 S'6€9 S'/b8 098 6€ 920, 47 SIS0°T 002 ‘fujeriol |[e4an0

€€ 10 --- -— -_— -_— -_— -_— -_— -_— -_— G00g 22uap1du| sIsojn2_qNL

Ti7 40 --- _—— - _—— - - - - - - - S00¢C ,mu:wu_u:_ eaysiouon

b 40 --- S00g ‘@2udpiou| eipAwely)

0€ 40 --- G500z “@duapu] siIydis s8d

S 40 0T £0v £'62 0Lt L6 6 reL S00z ‘@2udpidu] Saly

8€10 ST v'1€ 62 ek Shy vl 201 it 7€ S00¢ ‘@2uapiou AIH

9b 40 Sf 562 8'1e 8c€ L€ --- 17 €S §00g ‘@2ud[erdid SaIv

0t 40 6€ 6'Lb vey €9 £'99 6€ 8ZL 6€ Tv8 5002 ‘@2udjerdid AIH

AUdIdd  y3uddiRd pluey PRUCREY] 1Pd/21ey 1'Pd/21eY 1Pd/a1ey 1Pd/aey 1Pd/21ey Pluey  Juddldd  pluey  uddIdd #101e21pU| Y3jedH

/ey /ey /a1y oluedsiH uoljeuIquwod Quoje gHN uoljeuIqwod auoje MHN /ey /ey
|eon SN ul 1o duoje gHN ul 1o duoje M\HN dlen dlewa
0102 1837 le3oL fuyyz/eoey 13puay

*W7J “HOV3g HBNOT

103

BIG CITIES HEALTH INVENTORY 2007 @




*S80BJ 9J0W 10 BUO UlIM UOIRUIqUIOD Ul 8.4 Jey) Jo Bulaq 4o aded jeyl Jo Ajuo Huisq pajesipul jeyy uonendod syl syussaidal uoeuIquoy) /auolyF eded 1ey) Jo Ajuo Guiaq paiedipul 1eyl uonendod ayy syuasaldal auo|y§ ‘@roqe paiynads dnoib (HN) d1uedsiH-uon ayj 404

“pi-GT 868 uswom 0QQ‘T 4ad 81eu A8y ‘sejewa) 000‘00T 4od a1es Ajljeriow Jadued
1sealq ajewa4 'saunbiy 00z Nealng snsua) "S’n uo paseq ‘uoneindod 000‘00T 4od pJepueis 8y} se 0OQOZ 4eaAk Buisn pajsnlpe-abe sajes Aijerow syuiq 9l 00T 4od @1es A}1jelIow JuBUT "SUMI] [|B O Juddtad aJe SI01edIpul A}I[RJRU pUR SB]eJ e S10}edipul A}jeriow pue A}pIGUON L
*8]qe|ieA. 10U B1BP 10 Qg UBY] SS3] SI UOIR|ND|eD Juadiad J0 d1eJ Ul Pasn elep JOJeJBWNN ,---,
JuadJad/alel 1s8ybiy 0] spuodsa.lod T ‘0g UeY) Ja1eaJb SI uoiiendjed Juadiad Jo ajel Ul pasn Blep JOJelawnu pue 3|qe|IeAR 8 BIEP UDIYM J0j SBIID JO yuey f

's1S0|n2JagnL pue eIpAwe|y) ‘eaiouoy ‘sijiydis
odeuelpu] ‘njnjouoH ‘ousal ‘sbulidg opelojo) ‘enbianbng|y :6uimoj|o} 8y 40} elep [9A3]-A110 JO pealsul pasn aJam ejep Apigiow Aluno) %
*S31110 PaP020a6 SNSIdA paliodal JO SUOIIRIILI| UO SS10U [BDIUYID) DS «

fiepuodag pue Alewlid 10) e1ep [9A3]-A11D BlUB|1Y JO Pea)jsul pasn alam elep Aluno) uol|n4 ‘elydipn pue ‘obaiqg ues ‘ojusweldes ‘puefliod

0’1 £0T € 40 €2 99 9 9'6 €002 ‘»ows oYM SIYIoN
€01 €540 /€ £0T 9'ST 0°€t 4 €002 ‘0¢ 26Y 43pupn siaylo
0's 6L €540 €S 4 9 8l 6'S €002 WBRMyLIg MO
Sy 8'9 25 40 6€ 09 0'8 €002 ‘feHol Jueyu)
199 €5408 126 8'€91 9'L6 6L L €002 ‘M4
091 Ve €540 Tpy e [Te 8Te 6€ €le 700z ‘So19qeIq
02 €540 1€ 61 S'81 981 43 e 002 ‘eluownaud
L0 124 0F 40 --- 002 “fAujerioN SAIV/AIH
34 £0T €5409 961 61 61 9 0°zE 002 ‘dp1oIng
9 86 2540 0€ SpL 6L 0°€T 0€ 0'Ze 002 ‘f[eHO pate|as-wiieadly
8 9's 81 10 2b 09 27 6 700¢ OpIIWoH
08 8L €5406 L 91 991 --- o1 692 002 “HOIN Aunluj B|21YA J0IOIN
€1e €540 0T LvE € 62 o1 LvE %002 “MON 490ue) Isealq djewa4
€€y 62S €540 5 18 €S L'€S 6¢C (437 17 €9 00z “faieHoly Jadue) bun
9'851T 9'¥81 €540 62 §L02 S702 6502 92 [4:743 vE 652 #00¢ ‘Aujeyiop 1due)
S/Te €540 /g g€ 8'6€¢C TTve 92 7961 23 8/0€ 700g Tijerio 9Sessiq MedH
0°108 €540 82 €6 92091 ST0LT 616 ¥'526 e 0°26L 0€ TOET'T 002 ‘fujeriol |[e4an0
01 3% €€ 40 --- S00Z d2UdPIdUJ SISOIN2IBGNL
061 9'S11 T 40 6€ 18 €Ly 2595 6'6€ L0y L€ 098 8¢ VL 500z ‘@2udpIdu| eayiouon
§'zee T 40 L€ 9'v6€ £'9€6 T'60T‘T 8191 £991 €€ 6529 8¢ 76T S00g ‘@2uapiou| eipAwely)
0°¢ 0€ 40 --- G500z “@dudpdu] siIydis S8d
€1 St 40 8¢ 89 6€ L1t S00g ‘@2udpidu] Saly
8€ 40 G¢ €6 €€ €T S00¢ ‘@2uapioul AIH
9k 40 11 v18Y 908§ 096€°T 0°€59‘T €50 S2Iy 91 geet s 9'5€8 §00g ‘@2ud[erdid SAIVY
[\ 2LWA 9'Z8% 8IS 0°2EY'T 9'669‘T £0TY 08TV 6 §69T L 5108 500z ‘@2udjendid AIH
qUdIdd  y3uddiRd pluey 4uddIdd 1 Pd/21ey 1'Pd/21eY 1Pd/a1ey 1Pd/aey 1 Pd/21ey Pluey  JuddIRd  puey  JUddIRd #101e21pU| Y3jedH
/ey /1.y /ey oluedsiH uoljeuIquwod Quoje gHN uoleuIquod duoje MHN /ey /ey
|eon SN ul 1o duoje gHN ul 1o duoje M\HN dlen dlew?
0102 1837 leloL fuyyz/eoey 19puap
+ZV ‘VSAN
0'T £0T €40 22 69 6'S el €002 “DjoWS oYM SI3Y1o
€01 €540¢ 81 €51 v'1e T8 €002 ‘0z 26Y 49pun siayiop
0's 6L €540 1 0zt 0's (241 9'9 €002 WB1MYUIg MO
Sy 8'9 2s401 €L1 1'2e €002 ‘fifeHo Jueyu)
€5 40 62 V1L €512 8'SL £9L L'y 981 €002 ‘A4
€50 ST 8ve SbS LYS €61 g6l vl 61E vl (X2 700z ‘So19qelq
€540 91 8'se 92 €92 L'Se 6'Se 8T 902 it §9¢ 002 ‘eluownaug
o8 08T €82 '8¢ 9 9t 8 €ve 002 ‘Aujero SAIV/AIH
€540 by 98 €5 €5 L2t 6L 117 TSt 002 ‘dp1ding
2540 H1 061 912 L'12 2L 9721 11 0°9€ #7002 ‘AUEHO paje|al-wieddly
81 10 0T 9T L'ce ['€e i3 0°1€ 002 “apIdIWoH
€540 0T €L1 §91T 991 0°L1 €L1 |4 0L 9 962 %002 “HOWN Ainluj S[DIY3A 010N
€5408 €5¢ 691 Ly 8'1e 6'Te 8 €5¢ 002 “MO|N 430uE) Isealq djewsy
€540 g 29 474 9'9L v'1s 8'1S 0€ rey vl 76 002 ‘faiferop Jadue) bun
€540 61 092¢ °88¢ 8'68¢ 1691 €0L1 €1 7261 [44 6282 002 “fjeHoly s20ue)
€540/ L0€ L9 0°69¢ (W37 6'8C 8 9'8¢e 3 T80V 7002 Tijerioy 9sessiq MesH
€540 €1 LSp0°T 6'vES 65521 229C'T §'/€8 €8 43 €98 €1 €LIET 002 ‘fujeMol |[e42n0
€€40§ 82l 08T 181 01 6L 1 [4:1 S002 92UapIdU| SISOINIdGNL
w8 661 L19€ €99 vl €1 8 8'9b 8 vesh S00Z ‘92udpIdu| eay4i0u0n
iy 6°010°T £'961 8°06S 1565 £'eS €S S 68T L 6'TvS
0£J09 §6T Tl v'ie 3 €T 8 092
S 409 11§ viL 6'1L €L1 91 9 v'ie 9 VL S002 ‘@2udpidu| SaIy
8€40¢§ 3744 9 99 4 §el € 0°€E L 6°LS §00g “2u3p1dul AIH
9k 40 61 9'TIE T°0ST 6501 8801 S€91 §991 43 T'L51T 44 L€8Y S00z ‘@dudjerdid SaIv
040 1T 1201 621 L9vS 9'0SS :374¢ 8.1 9 0'Le €1 0°8vS 5002 ‘@2udjerdid AIH
AUdIdd  y3uddiRd pluey 4uddIdd 1Pd/21ey 1'Pd/21eY 1Pd/a1ey 1Pd/aey 1Pd/21ey Pluey  JuddIRd  puey  JuddARd #101e21pU| Y3jedH
/ey /ey /a1y oluedsiH uoljeuIquwod Quoje gHN uoljeuIqwod auoje MHN /ey /ey
|eon SN ul 1o duoje gHN ul 1o duoje M\HN dlen dlewa
0102 1837 le3oL fuyyz/eoey 19puap

I — T T T

104 @ BIG CITIES HEALTH INVENTORY 2007



*S80BJ 9J0W 10 BUO UlIM UOIRUIqUIOD Ul 8.4 Jey) Jo Bulaq 4o aded jeyl Jo Ajuo Huisq pajesipul jeyy uonendod syl syussaidal uoeuIquoy) /auolyF eded 1ey) Jo Ajuo Guiaq paiedipul 1eyl uonendod ayy syuasaldal auo|y§ ‘@roqe paiynads dnoib (HN) d1uedsiH-uon ayj 404

“pi-GT 868 uswom 0QQ‘T 4ad 81eu A8y ‘sejewa) 000‘00T 4od a1es Ajljeriow Jadued
1sealq ajewa4 'saunbiy 00z Nealng snsua) "S’n uo paseq ‘uoneindod 000‘00T 4od pJepueis 8y} se 0OQOZ 4eaAk Buisn pajsnlpe-abe sajes Aijerow syuiq 9l 00T 4od @1es A}1jelIow JuBUT "SUMI] [|B O Juddtad aJe SI01edIpul A}I[RJRU pUR SB]eJ e S10}edipul A}jeriow pue A}pIGUON L
*8]qe|ieA. 10U B1BP 10 Qg UBY] SS3] SI UOIR|ND|eD Juadiad J0 d1eJ Ul Pasn elep JOJeJBWNN ,---,
JuadJad/alel 1s8ybiy 0] spuodsa.lod T ‘0g UeY) Ja1eaJb SI uoiiendjed Juadiad Jo ajel Ul pasn Blep JOJelawnu pue 3|qe|IeAR 8 BIEP UDIYM J0j SBIID JO yuey f

's1S0|n2JagnL pue eIpAwe|y) ‘eaiouoy ‘sijiydis
odeuelpu] ‘njnjouoH ‘ousal ‘sbulidg opelojo) ‘enbianbng|y :6uimoj|o} 8y 40} elep [9A3]-A110 JO pealsul pasn aJam ejep Apigiow Aluno) %
*S31110 PaP020a6 SNSIdA paliodal JO SUOIIRIILI| UO SS10U [BDIUYID) DS «

fiepuodag pue Alewlid 10) e1ep [9A3]-A11D BlUB|1Y JO Pea)jsul pasn alam elep Aluno) uol|n4 ‘elydipn pue ‘obaiqg ues ‘ojusweldes ‘puefliod

0’1 £0T €740 €1 vzl s 9'ST 9'€l €002 ‘»ows oYM SIYIoN
€01 €540/ vLT 0'8T v've 6'9 €002 ‘0¢ 26Y 43pupn siaylo
0's 6L €540 6T 86 T9 g€l 99 €002 WBRMyLIg MO
Sy 8'9 2540/ b 6 --- 091 09 €002 ‘feHol Jueyu)
199 €540 02 8LL 152l 198 0'88 9'vS 195 €002 ‘M4
091 Ve €540 /T €€e €89 T69 [¥43 (¥4 ve 01 o 700z ‘So19qeIq
02 €540 6€ 01 §6T 61 £'ST 8'ST o €€ vee 002 ‘eluownaud
L0 12 0 Jo €€ 9's [ 6 002 “fAujerioN SAIV/AIH
34 £0T €540 91 [4%8 S'81 681 L L1 912 002 ‘dp1oIng
9'€ 86 2510 62 L1 (414 LTe L6 66 44 v'ie 002 ‘f[eHO pate|as-wiieadly
8 9's 8 10 g vET [§43 TCe 43 T€C 700¢ OpIIWoH
08 8L €540 2 L€t 102 §02 8'6 00T L 81l 43 ¥'ST 002 “HOIN Aunluj B|21YA J0IOIN
fou A €508y v'ze 0°Ze €/2 9 8'ce 8 v'ze %002 “MON 490ue) Isealq djewa4
€€y 62S €540 22 159 0°€0T €01 vy 8 44 88y 91 L6 00z “faieHoly Jadue) bun
9'8ST 981 €540 /1 €/ 5’86 9°50€ £60€ [ 6212 |4 9181 11 90 002 “fjeMo 420ue)
S/Te €540 82 9'€e T00T T8¢ 98¢ 0zee 9'€ee 0€ TT6T 8¢ T8IE 700g Tijerio 9Sessiq MedH
0°108 €540 S 7596 185 90221 £L€2'T 188 5988 SC 0282 44 92T’ 002 ‘fujeriol |[e4an0
01 3% €€ 40 €€ re S00Z d2UdPIdUJ SISOIN2IBGNL
061 9'S11 o€ 9€v9 66 6200°'T 9'I€0°'T 6L 8'8¢ 4 STIL v 5695 500z ‘@2udpIdu| eayiouon
§'zee 401 65951 £28S LT06'T 2'9S6‘T TEIT 9911 1 6°L61°C 1 £'5L8 S00g ‘@2uapiou| eipAwely)

0°¢ 0€ 40 --- G500z “@dudpdu] siIydis S8d

€1 Sk 40 v 9 01t €11 47 6 S00g ‘@2udpidu] Saly

8€ 40 0€ ret 181 981 98 68 i€ £02 S00¢ ‘@2uapioul AIH
9k 40 82 T'12e 692 T91€ €'5e€ €EvL 9T 44 098 0€ £'89€ §00g ‘@2ud[erdid SAIVY
o Jo€e €81¢ €/52 0°€ge STre 81T 8'SeT €2 10T €2 6°SE 500z ‘@2udjendid AIH
qUdIdd  y3uddiRd pluey 4uddIdd 1Pd/reY 1Pd/rey 1 Pd/2eY 1Pd/eY 1Pd/reY Pluey  JuddIRd  puey  JUddIRd #101e21pU| Y3jedH

/ey /1.y /ey oluedsiH uoljeuIquwod Quoje gHN uoleuIquod duoje MHN /ey /ey
|eon SN ul 1o duoje gHN ul 1o duoje M\HN dlen dlew?
0102 1837 leloL fuyyz/eoey 19puap

I “IDINYMTIN

0'T €b 40 €p L0 9'0 L0 1 €002 ‘oW oYM SIAYIoN
€540 €€ 0Tt €L §91 9'6 €002 ‘0z 26V 43pun siaylo
0's AP LRA €01 S 6'€l 50T €002 WBRMyLIg Mo
34 2540 by 0's a4 €002 ‘“Ajerop ey
€540 1 6281 891 £'S0€ 8'92¢€ 62€1 9'LET €00z ‘M4
09 €5)08 8°6€ TIE €728 ¥'98 ¥'0S [A5] vl 61¢E 9 02S 700z ‘So19qeIq
€5408 082 9ce LvE 6'9€ (134 Ly 43 Lree o1 L9¢ #00¢ ‘eluownaud
L0 ovi01 85 8'SC 9'9L 2161 T 9L 88 1 6LE 1 6L 002 “fAujerio SAIV/AIH
34 €540/ L1 vt T'6S £09 6 9'92 002 ‘dp1oIng
9'€ 25409 (414 821 ¥'2s €95 6 6'Tv 002 feHO| paje|as-uuieddiy
8 87109 74 88 629 629 3 09¢ 700¢ OpIIWoH
08 €sjog g4 9'8¢ S 9L € vl 1 605 %002 “HON Aunluj B|21YA J0IOIN
€12 €540 € 8Ty v'Le S0L €S/ £'96 9'86 € 8Ty 002 “MON 490ue) Isealq djewa4
€eh €540 0€ LSS '8t (474 v'8L 8'88 €06 6t 8'1E |4 028 00z “faieroly Jadue) bun
9'85T €S0 ¢ 5852 0'€ze £95€ £'9L€E 0°0L€ 9'9L€E 8 702 L GEEE #00¢ ‘Aujeyiop 1due)
€5)0¢g 2'88¢€ T'See 084S 6'909 £°09S 6695 v 9'€6C [3 6108 002 Mijerio| dseasiq HeaH
€S0y '882'T TEI0'T L€10C 8'821'c S'616°T S¥86°T 14 2686 1 L1597 002 ‘fujeriol |[e4an0

€€0 T €9 L'Sh o€zt 91IET 1 T 1 6L S002 d2U3pIdU] SISOINIdNL

W09 2'8Sh LYET €697 TeLS'T 1'2Le L6 L 0°1Sh L 9°'59% S00z ‘@2udpidu| eayiouon

wioeg L'€L0°T 6'vSE 8'681°C TEIP'E 0'12L €L € T91L'T €1 0veh S00g ‘@2uapiou| eipAwely)

0E0 T €9 ¥'9C 9°06 026 9eL 9L 3 €1 1 V6L 500¢ @2udpdu] sjiydis s3d

S0 1 S0 20ST 6164 5058 v'6ve ¥'95¢ 1 S€02 1 £00% S00z ‘@2udpidu] Saly

8€0 T 9°6€€ 8902 €Shb S9LY 7898 8268 1 Tlle 1 569 S00¢ ‘@2uapiou AIH

9401 peses 9'9/8'T 9'89L°L 82IE'8 YAVA 0°55S‘€ 1 €016'T 1 €18y §00g ‘@2ud[erdid SaIv

ovjoe v'L0b'C 6'0SE'T 6'7hb's €'928'S 7’894 98 4 §295'T 4 0292 S00¢ “d2udjendid AIH

AUdIdd  y3uddiRd pluey PRUCREY] 1Pd/21ey 1'Pd/21eY 1Pd/a1ey 1Pd/aey 1Pd/21ey Pluey  Juddldd  pluey  uddIdd #101e21pU| Y3jedH

/ey /ey /a1y oluedsiH uoljeuIquwod Quoje gHN uoljeuIqwod auoje MHN /ey /ey
|eon SN ul 1o duoje gHN ul 1o duoje M\HN dlen dlewa
0102 1837 le3oL fuyyz/eoey 13puay

I — YT

105

BIG CITIES HEALTH INVENTORY 2007 @




*S80BJ 9J0W 10 BUO UlIM UOIRUIqUIOD Ul 8.4 Jey) Jo Bulaq 4o aded jeyl Jo Ajuo Huisq pajesipul jeyy uonendod syl syussaidal uoeuIquoy) /auolyF eded 1ey) Jo Ajuo Guiaq paiedipul 1eyl uonendod ayy syuasaldal auo|y§ ‘@roqe paiynads dnoib (HN) d1uedsiH-uon ayj 404
"p-GT 96 uswom 00Q‘T 4ad a1es |3y ‘sajews) 000‘00T 4od d1ed A
1sealq ajewa4 'saunbiy 00z Nealng snsua) "S’n uo paseq ‘uoneindod 000‘00T 4od pJepueis 8y} se 0OQOZ 4eaAk Buisn pajsnlpe-abe sajes Aijerow syuiq 9l 00T 4od @1es A}1jelIow JuBUT "SUMI] [|B O Juddtad aJe SI01edIpul A}I[RJRU pUR SB]eJ e S10}edipul A}jeriow pue A}pIGUON L
*8]qe|ieA. 10U B1BP 10 Qg UBY] SS3] SI UOIR|ND|eD Juadiad J0 d1eJ Ul Pasn elep JOJeJBWNN ,---,
JuadJad/alel 1s8ybiy 0] spuodsa.lod T ‘0g UeY) Ja1eaJb SI uoiiendjed Juadiad Jo ajel Ul pasn Blep JOJelawnu pue 3|qe|IeAR 8 BIEP UDIYM J0j SBIID JO yuey f
's1S0|n2JagnL pue eIpAwe|y) ‘eaiouoy ‘sijiydis
odeuelpu] ‘njnjouoH ‘ousal ‘sbulidg opelojo) ‘enbianbng|y :6uimoj|o} 8y 40} elep [9A3]-A110 JO pealsul pasn aJam ejep Apigiow Aluno) %
*S31110 PaP020a6 SNSIdA paliodal JO SUOIIRIILI| UO SS10U [BDIUYID) DS «

fiepuodag pue Alewlid 10) e1ep [9A3]-A11D BlUB|1Y JO Pea)jsul pasn alam elep Aluno) uol|n4 ‘elydipn pue ‘obaiqg ues ‘ojusweldes ‘puefliod

0’1 £0T € 40 61 6 9'8 YAl €002 ‘»ows oYM SIYIoN
€01 €540 0€ 9Tl 8'ST (VAN LL €002 ‘0¢ 26Y 43pupn siaylo
0's 6L €540 8T S'6 §9 6'€L 6L €002 ‘WBRMYIg MO
34 89 gsio€e v'L - --- 02t €002 ‘feHol Jueyu)
199 €540 € 129 9'cle £'99 v'£9 861 £'0S €002 “fnneg
09 v've €510 61 [¥73 8L v'eL V543 6'cC 61 (73 700z ‘So19qeIq
02 €540 92 0'Te 9€e 6'€C 20e £0¢ 1€ 682 002 ‘eluownaud
L0 1747 ob 40 1T vl 0°6€ ¥'6€ §9 99 €1 12e 002 “fAujerioN SAIV/AIH
34 £0T €540 S 92l €51 §'ST 802 002 ‘dp1oIng
9 86 251092 ¥'ST ree Tve 811 02t 6'92 002 ‘f[eHO pate|as-wiieadly
8 9's 8 10 GE 96 (A3 zee V2% 700¢ OpIIWoH
08 8yl €sjoer €91 T'sT ¥'ST ST 9'ST L1 8 (414 002 “HOIN Aunluj B|21YA J0IOIN
€12 €510 /v 622 702 902 Ly 622 %002 “MON 490ue) Isealq djewa4
b 6'2S €540 61 §'99 099 9'99 TL9 L9 L1 Tes €T 798 00z “faieHoly Jadue) bun
9'851T 9'¥81 €540 9¢ £'661 J4x4 6'6£C 8€61 2561 S€ 00T [1]2 6°617C #00¢ ‘Aujeyiop 1due)
§'/TC €5J0 1€ £'6€2 6vEE €8€€ T61C 9'02¢ Y3 S€61 €€ 890 002 Mijerioly dseasiq HeaH
0108 €540 € £668 8'1EE LSLT'T 8'88T°T 0°2€8 8€v8 £ vvL 43 6TET'T 002 ‘fujeriol |[e4an0
0T 34 €€106 91l €€e 8'€e 43 94 8 6'ST S002 d2U3pIdU] SISONIdNL
061 9'S11 v 40 e 8561 S6bT €18 1'92S st T 8¢ 9191 €2 v'eee 500z ‘@2udpIdu| eayiouon
S2EE b 40 L2 Lv6b 6'S0S 0°62T'T €9ST'T 0°ZET 861 [43 919 9T L'8vE S00g ‘@2uapiou| eipAwely)

0 0€140 /2 (37 9T €8 500¢ @2udpdu] sjiydis s3d

€1 S 40 HT 9'1IE 169 8°0L 691 Tl 43 01 L1 b S00g ‘@2udpidu] Saly

8€10 T2 1'ce T6E zoy 91 £91 L1 6 [44 6'SE S00¢ ‘@2uapioul AIH
9 J0 €2 £'88¢ 9891 6°2SS 2995 S'66T £€02 0C 80T |4 6°€8Y §00g ‘@2ud[erdid SAIVY
0 40 8T 6"96¢ 1°€02 TeULs 0°98S 5202 £902 9T 09¢T 8T £°89% 500z ‘@2udjendid AIH
qUdIdd  y3uddiRd pluey AuId 1 Pd/21ey 1'Pd/21eY 1Pd/a1ey 1Pd/aey 1 Pd/21ey Pluey  Juddldd  pluey  uddIdd #101e21pU| Y3jedH

/ey /1.y /ey oluedsiH uoljeuIquwod Quoje gHN uoleuIquod duoje MHN /ey /ey
|eon SN ul 1o duoje gHN ul 1o duoje M\HN dlen dlew?
0102 1837 leloL fuyyz/eoey 13puay

*NL ‘NOSAIAV@-ITTIAHSYN

0'T €1 40 S 9 €6 s €002 ‘Bows oYM SIYlop
€540 OF €01 €l §91 1€ €002 ‘0z 26Y 49pun siayiop
0's €5 40 Op SL %74 €11 €9 €002 WB1MYUIg MO
Sy [AF X3 v's €002 ‘fifeHo Jueyu)
€540 L€ 89 0°€91 668 €001 (324 v'sy €002 ‘“Anneg
09 €510 €p 0°€C S81 81 ve Ly [XZ3 #00¢ sa19qelq
€540 0§ 6€T €1 6€L Ly (37 6.1 002 ‘eluownaug
L0 0F 40 --- 002 ‘Aujero SAIV/AIH
34 €540 €1 8'8 88 06 4% ST #00¢ ‘@pidIng
9'€ 25 40 6€ 80T 8¢ 61 7002 f[eHO paje|as-ulieddty
8 8110 2€ S0T i€ 0°ZT 002 “apIdIWoH
08 €540 8y L 17 81l %002 “HOWN Ainluj S[DIY3A 010N
€12 €5402S T'61 61 6'61 43 61 002 “MO|N 430uE) Isealq djewsy
€eh €540 1€ 6 L8 9'LS 74 v 8¢ 80, 002 ‘faiferop Jadue) bun
9'85T €540 /€ 9861 0v2e 0°/€2 6'961 6861 8¢ ¥'S91 9€ v'€se 002 “fjeHoly s20ue)
€5)0 €S L0vT 181¢ 8'0€e T9€T vLET €5 07201 €5 €261 7002 Tijerioy 9sessiq MesH
€540 Ly §'66L §€es 8°€60°T 6'v9T'T 886/ /9L Ly £€Y9 47 €910°'T 002 ‘fujeMol |[e42n0

€ep vl £8h v'vS z 921 o1 9'ST S002 92UapIdU| SISOINIdGNL

v 40 LT 6°€1E SOVT 9'5¢8 €1€6 9'L6 2101 8T 4744 v1 £e5€ S00¢ ‘2uapidu| B3Y4i0u0y

T 40 €1 9699 9'2e8 0°695°T 0°0£L'T 8081 481 8T 9906 43 vey §00g “@duapiouj eipAwely)

0€0 2T 01T €1l LT1 43 €Te S00¢ duapmu siiydAs s3d

S 40 1€ €l 192 62 68 6 €€ L8 S002 ‘@2udpidu| SaIy

8€ 10 61 9've 7oy 9'S v'1e [A44 (114 b §00g “2u3p1dul AIH

9k 40 Sg 605¢ 9'62¢ L€y 0°Z8y 0°€1C 8'0ce 74 S€L 9z 9'92h S00¢ ‘2udjeAdld saly

0t 40 LT £'92€ T€ee S'9bS S'919 €482 8262 61 JANS v1 LEES 5002 ‘@2udjerdid AIH

AUdIdd  y3uddiRd pluey PRUCREY] 1Pd/21ey 1'Pd/21eY 1Pd/a1ey 1Pd/aey 1Pd/21ey Pluey  Juddldd  pluey  uddIdd #101e21pU| Y3jedH

/ey /ey /a1y oluedsiH uoljeuIquwod Quoje gHN uoljeuIqwod auoje MHN /ey /ey
|eon SN ul 1o duoje gHN ul 1o duoje M\HN dlen dlewa
0102 1837 le3oL fuyyz/eoey 13puay

*NIN *SITOdVANNIN

06 @ BIG CITIES HEALTH INVENTORY 2007




*S80BJ 9J0W 10 BUO UlIM UOIRUIqUIOD Ul 8.4 Jey) Jo Bulaq 4o aded jeyl Jo Ajuo Huisq pajesipul jeyy uonendod syl syussaidal uoeuIquoy) /auolyF eded 1ey) Jo Ajuo Guiaq paiedipul 1eyl uonendod ayy syuasaldal auo|y§ ‘@roqe paiynads dnoib (HN) d1uedsiH-uon ayj 404

pi-GT 86 uswom 0oQ

‘T 4ad a1e4 Al

9} ‘sajewa) 000‘00T Jod a1ed A1

1sealq ajewa4 'saunbiy 00z Nealng snsua) "S’n uo paseq ‘uoneindod 000‘00T 4od pJepueis 8y} se 0OQOZ 4eaAk Buisn pajsnlpe-abe sajes Aijerow syuiq 9l 00T 4od @1es A}1jelIow JuBUT "SUMI] [|B O Juddtad aJe SI01edIpul A}I[RJRU pUR SB]eJ e S10}edipul A}jeriow pue A}pIGUON L
*9]qe[IBAR 10U BJEP IO (g URY] SS| SI UOIIR|ND[ED JuadIad JO 9)eJ Ul Pasn B1ep JOJRIBWNN ,---,
JuadJad /9184 158YB1Y 03 SpUOdsaLI0d T Qg UeY} J21eaJb SI uoije|ndjed Juadiad Jo 91eJ Ul Pasn ejep JOJRJaWNU PUB B|qe|ieAR 1. 1P UDIYM 40} SBILD JO Yuey f

fiepuodag pue Alewlid 10) e1ep [9A3]-A11D BlUB|1Y JO Pea)jsul pasn alam elep Aluno) uol|n4 ‘elydipn pue ‘obaiqg ues ‘ojusweldes ‘puefliod

0|N2JagNL pue eipAwely) ‘eaiouoy ‘sijiydAis

odeuelpu] ‘njnjouoH ‘ousa.l ‘sbulidg opelojo) ‘enbianbng|y :6uimoj|o} sy 10} elep |9A3]-A110 JO pesisul pasn aJom elep Apiglow >.E:ou ®

*S31110 pap020ab SnsIaA paliodad Jo suonell

| UO SD}0U [BDIUYIR)} DS ¥

01 201 £v 10 T 61 o1 T r1 £00Z ‘|OWS Oy SIYI0|
€01 €540 8y Ve zer 7’01 02 £002 ‘0¢ 36y J3pun s1ay10
0's 6L €540 92 S8 L et ) £00Z WBRMyLIG MOT
Sy 8'9 7540 8¢ 79 8 €01 T £002 “M[eHo} jueul
199 €510 by ) 0L 209 €55 118 €00 ‘fAiag
09 vie €510 6y 82C (A 9 5t (24l [ (12 7002 ‘Sa1qeIq
7’0z €540 p TLE T2 €5k [0 6've z v 00 ‘eluownaug
L0 vy ov 40/ z81 0'ze rey 8'9 0L Vi Vi 00 ‘“AHIEHOI SAIV/AIH
3% 201 €510 05 09 v Iy L 08 8T 15 00z ‘3pIoing
o€ 86 254025 s v T2t v'e ST T 05 002 “SHIBHO pajejai-wieally
8C 9G 8v 10 b 79 79 7St £ Ve i op g1l 7002 “apIILIOH
08 YAl £54025 6b Vas ss 124 3% o€ 8y L 00z “HO Kinfu| 32143 1030
€12 €540 € 892 002 Vs> 182 182 €€ --- $00g “Mol Jaoue) Isealg djeway
ey 6'2S €540 1§ 98¢ 592 vey oy 62 15 6b Sbs 00 ‘“fjeHiop 49due) bun
9'86T 981 €510 25 (44 T'0ST 0'1I1Z €691 0°€LT s 15 6012 00 “fjemio} 490ue)
S/1C €5106 9°00€ 0'55¢ 7'85¢ 9°00¢ 2°90¢ z A 919¢ 7002 TH[EHO} 95e351q HeaH
0108 £5 10 61 6'8vL 9oveL 086 £'869 6'€1L 6b 05 9226 002 MM} [[elan0
0T 8y g£408 €21 621 'St 23 £ L 9 291 S00g 92UdpIdU] SISONAAGNL
06T 9'STI Thio € €€t 5'9¢ 0'bST 0'19T 10T S0T 1€ 6'6TT 2> 0'9vT S00Z ‘@2U3pIoU| B3Y110U0Y
SzEE b J0 82 £'68p T66T 6'vEY 9'bSk 281 0°6T € 1'6£9 8T gs43 S00¢ ‘@2uapiou| eipAwely)

0 0£10 8T 7z o€ 88 76 7€ € €1 50 71 7'sT S00¢ “2oUapnU[ SIIYAAS SBd

€1 Svi09 1S 9'85 6201 9°20T 0ze 622 S rog 8 8L 5002 ‘@2U3pIdy| SAIY

8€ 40 2T rve 9'gE 90/ 8L 991 74 6 §8T 4 825 5002 30u3p1dU| AIH
9409 v'8vL €616 6'€2'T £'€8¢'T 7’80 L'y S vETy Vi S02T°T 500 ‘3uajerdid Saly
ovios 80k 628 9'99L €108 8'5/2 8982 5 9'sLe T The9 500¢ 9ou3jendid AIH
JRICLICH IR ICLICK | pluey JRUERYCY 1Pd/ey 1Pd/ey 1'Pd/aey 1'Pd/rey 1'Pd/ey pluey  JuadRd  pjuey  uLdRd #101221pU| Y3EdH

/a1ey /a1ey /a1ey J1uedsiy uoleUIqWOd auole gHN uoieUIqWIOD auoje MHN /a1ey /a1ey
|eon SN ul 10 duoje gHN ul 40 suoje HN EJEN aleway
0T0Z 4235 oL fo1uy1a/eoey Japusn

*AN “IMOA MaN

0'T €1 40 6€ [5¥4 0'C €' €002 ‘oW oYM SIAYIoN
€5409 ST STe e €002 ‘0z 26V 43pun siaylo
0's €540 1 S€l st Sz €002 WBRMyLIg Mo
34 25408 €1t zel €002 ‘“Ajerop ey
€540 91 109 vy L9 L9 %44 434 €00z ‘M4
09 €S0 T €99 686 8'66 £'8C 062 1 S09 1 6LL 700z ‘So19qeIq
€540 Ty 91 6'ST 091 0°L1 LT ve 0°ST Ly S8 #00¢ ‘eluownaud
L0 ov0s e vvE LVE 91 £91 [ €sT S 0Tk 002 “fAujerio SAIV/AIH
34 €540 2p 68 SI 81T 8¢ 8'ST 002 ‘dp1oIng
9'€ 25401 9'1§ 9'69 0L 6'ST 291 1 L8 1 2001 7002 ‘feHO pate|as-wieadly
8C 8y 101 6'Lb 089 089 v v'8 1 ['16 00 “@p1dIwoy
08 €540 92 vEL 01T vl 61 612 %002 “HON Aunluj B|21YA J0IOIN
€12 €5408 €5¢ (444 9Ly YA7A N 08T 8 €5¢ 002 “MON 490ue) Isealq djewa4
€eh €540 91 §L9 18 v'e8 805 v'1s L2 8y 9 9€0T 00z “faieroly Jadue) bun
9881 €5106 Tvhe £00€ 0°€0€ SH8L 0°£81 61 6'981 9 0°SEE #00¢ ‘Aujeyiop 1due)
€510 62 373 9'v82 T/82 G661 0202 8¢ €261 0€ 6TIE 002 Mijerio| dseasiq HeaH
€5106 1°560°T €09€ 0°80€‘T L6TE'T €058 9298 vl 8'8v8 L 62T 002 ‘fujeriol |[e4an0

€€ 10 --- -— -_— -_— -_— -_— -_— -_— -_— -_— -_— G00g 22uap1du| sIsojn2_qNL

Ti7 40 --- _—— - _—— - - - - - - - S00¢C ,mu:wu_u:_ eaysiouon

b 40 --- S00g ‘@2udpiou| eipAwely)

0€ 40 --- G500z “@duapu] siIydis s8d

Sh 40 21 8'6€ 37 st 8'1€ 9ce 6 §ze it 765 S00z ‘@2udpidu] Saly

8€ 10 €T 82¢ 0°s€ €'5¢ 592 TlLe S e 8T ey S00¢ ‘@2uapiou AIH

9k 40 91 Sb6E Ity £°TvE T'She 6" £'88S vl vt 91 6°SL9 §00g ‘@2ud[erdid SaIv

0406 92y 8'€ce 901 00TV 9SS L9 8 v'2ie 6 86£9 5002 ‘@2udjerdid AIH

AUdIdd  y3uddiRd pluey PRUCREY] 1Pd/21ey 1'Pd/21eY 1Pd/a1ey 1Pd/aey 1Pd/21ey Pluey  Juddldd  pluey  uddIdd #101e21pU| Y3jedH

/ey /ey /a1y oluedsiH uoljeuIquwod Quoje gHN uoljeuIqwod auoje MHN /ey /ey
|eon SN ul 1o duoje gHN ul 1o duoje M\HN dlen dlewa
0102 1837 le3oL fuyyz/eoey 13puay

*V1 “SNVITHQ MIAN

107

BIG CITIES HEALTH INVENTORY 2007 @



*S80BJ 9J0W 10 BUO UlIM UOIRUIqUIOD Ul 8.4 Jey) Jo Bulaq 4o aded jeyl Jo Ajuo Huisq pajesipul jeyy uonendod syl syussaidal uoeuIquoy) /auolyF eded 1ey) Jo Ajuo Guiaq paiedipul 1eyl uonendod ayy syuasaldal auo|y§ ‘@roqe paiynads dnoib (HN) d1uedsiH-uon ayj 404

“pi-GT 86 uswom QQQ‘T Jad 81ed Ay1d8) ‘sejewa) 000‘00T 4od a1 Ayl

1sealq ajewa4 'saunbiy 00z Nealng snsua) "S’n uo paseq ‘uoneindod 000‘00T 4od pJepueis 8y} se 0OQOZ 4eaAk Buisn pajsnlpe-abe sajes Aijerow syuiq 9l 00T 4od @1es A}1jelIow JuBUT "SUMI] [|B O Juddtad aJe SI01edIpul A}I[RJRU pUR SB]eJ e S10}edipul A}jeriow pue A}pIGUON L

*3|qe|IeAR 10U BIEP 4O 0Z UBY} SS3| S| UONERINJ|ED Ju3d4ad 10 BJBJ Ul PASN e1ep JOJRSAWNN ,---,

“JuddIad /a3l 153yB1Y 0} SPUOASAII0D T {0z UBY} J3}eaJB S| UONEIND|ED JUadIad 10 B)ed Ul PISN Blep JOJRJWNU PU. 3|Ge|iBAR DB BIEP UDIYM 40} SAIID JO YUy %

fiepuodag pue Alewlid 10) e1ep [9A3]-A11D BlUB|1Y JO Pea)jsul pasn alam elep Aluno) uol|n4 ‘elydipn pue ‘obaiqg ues ‘ojusweldes ‘puefliod

0|N2JagNL pue eipAwely) ‘eaiouoy ‘sijiydAis

odeuelpu] ‘njnjouoH ‘ousa.l ‘sbulidg opelojo) ‘enbianbng|y :6uimoj|o} sy 10} elep |9A3]-A110 JO pesisul pasn aJom elep Apiglow >.E:ou ®

*S31110 pap020ab SnsIaA paliodad Jo suonell

| UO SD}0U [BDIUYIR)} DS ¥

01 £01 €740/ T'sT v'E 9b1 9'1e £00 ‘@lows oy sidyIop
€01 €540 91 91 9'L1 [Al XA L1 €002 ‘0 26y 1opun ssoylop
0's 6L €540 [ '8 s €1 78 £00Z ‘WBRMyMIg MO
Sy 8'9 2540 11 €01 - 991 00T £002 ‘Aujeroly ueyu|
199 €540 b 9'€L v'L91 T6L 8'95 165 €002 ‘M4
091 Ve €50 G 9% 288 0Te STe i€ €€ 700z ‘S19qeIq
02 €510 b2 v'1e 8z Tee 4 (44 9'Le 00z ‘eluownaug
L0 1747 0t Jo L€ 6 9€ 88 002 “fAujerioN SAIV/AIH
8 £01 €540 /T vl 8'ST €91 9T £ce 00z ‘@pioIng
9'€ 86 2540 bE el 0TI €11 ve e 002 ‘AH[eHO paje|ds-wiedliy
8 9's 81 10 €€ 20T 9 g9 23 09T 700¢ OpIIWoH
08 8L €540 ST TSt T2t sel 8T 18 91 £Te %00z “HON A1nfu] 3[DIYIA 10301
fou A €540 /€ 8e (44 v'€e L€ 8e #00g “HON J3due) Isealg dlewdy
€€y 62S €540 g 29 9'€9 619 0z €18 -4 08 00¢ ‘fujerioly 4e0ue) Bun
9'8ST 981 €5 40 Op Th6T 8881 9261 L£ TL91 b 99¢2 002 “fjeMo 420ue)
S/Te €50 8T 5992 z'ese 6'4S¢ 8T [TTe i1 T8rE 700g Tijerio 9Sessiq MedH
0°108 €540 62 2956 918 £068 7606 x4 6L 1€ 0°6€T‘T 00z ‘fHeIol |[e1Rn0
01T [:2% ££10 92 59 :14 18 S00Z d0UdpIOU SISojnaIaqNL
061 9'STL 740 1T 0°SbE 66T §'66 9'€0T 0T L'65€ 0z §'62€ S00¢ ‘@0udpIou| eay110u0s
§'zee T 40 S T'L1S 209 £1le 0'0ze 9 £vLL 8¢ 6L 500¢ ‘@2uapiou] eipAwely)

0 0£10 82 157 S00¢ oudpidu siydAs s3d

€1 St 40 9€ 6 €L 9L ve 0°L1 S00¢ ‘@udpiu| saly

8€ 40 1€ STI (A 98 0 0'Te S00¢ ‘2udp1au| AIH
9t 4o S€ z'8el h9 €091 T0LT 20T S'80T o (\ kA [ Tvee S00¢ ‘@dudjerdld SalY
Ob 40 1€ LovT '8 9€81 861 9°€0T 60T 43 Vaz4 1€ v'ive S00¢ ‘dudjendid AIH
UDIRd  JUddIRd pluey 4uddIdd 1Pd/reY 1Pd/rey 1 Pd/2eY 1Pd/eY 1Pd/reY Pluey  JuddIRd  puey  JUddIRd #101ed1pU] Y}edH

/ey /1.y /ey oluedsiH uoljeuIquwod Quoje gHN uoleuIquod duoje MHN /ey /ey
|eon #SN ul 1o auoje gHN ul 1o auoje \\HN aley 9jew?
0T0g 123/ lesoL fdiuyiz/eoey 19puap

)0 ALID) YINOHYTIQ

0'T € 40 --- €002 ‘Bows oYM SIYlop
€540 €1 86 6L vl €002 ‘0z 26Y 49pun siayiop
0's €540 Tpy V'L 12 9'€l €002 WB1MYUIg MO
Sy 2540 €€ 59 Tl €002 ‘fifeHo Jueyu)
€6 10 6€ 79 8701 8Ly ¢0S €002 ‘“Anneg
09 €510 1T T0€ €05 g'1S Y3 €2 €9€ #00¢ sa19qelq
€540 21 92 902 12 6 91 PAras 002 ‘eluownaug
L0 0% 40 61 66 6'91 [A ) 81 01 002 ‘Aujero SAIV/AIH
34 €540 iy '8 9 9zt #00¢ ‘@pidIng
9'€ 2510 S¢ 8'ST 9°€E £'5¢ 9 rle #7002 ‘AUEHO paje|al-wieddly
8%C 81 10 0T 9T T'6€ T6€ [I] (A3 002 “apIdIWoH
08 €540 62 et yaqs €sT SC #'8T %002 “HOWN Ainluj S[DIY3A 010N
€1e €540 Ty 0ve 62 S0€ 17 0ve 002 “MO|N 430uE) Isealq djewsy
€eh €540 Ly 0k 59 6'99 §'9¢ 9L 9% 0vE 9 9°LS 002 ‘faiferop Jadue) bun
9'85T €540 Th 9°€61 6'9L1 Tvve 8'6bC 8191 6991 6€ 6291 £ J4x4 002 “fjeHoly s20ue)
€510 Op 6'11C §291 €282 /882 281 v'261 13 (%741 32 v'€9¢ 7002 Tijerioy 9sessiq MesH
€540 vy 8ce8 8'60L 8'S0T‘T L€ET'T #°989 8'60L £ SLL9 9% €600°'T 002 ‘fujeMol |[e42n0
€€40 TT €11 43 0'ST S00g 32UdPIdU] SISOINIBGNL
T 40 61 962 259 vLLE 9'v6€ v'ie e 91 9°60€ 1t 9LL2 S00¢ ‘2uapidu| B3Y4i0u0y
T 40 02 8709 §'662 209 £699 9% 0°0S 02 €288 X4 9'90€
0€40 €2 8's 43 vt
St 40 22 €1e 945 T'6E |4 v'LE S002 ‘@2udpidu| SaIy
8€40 G2 002 £0€ 1°2€ 9 f43 §00g “2u3p1dul AIH
9b 0 ST S'80% 8502 189 ceiL T16E L2y €1 €€ST ST 289 S00¢ ‘2udjeAdld saly
040 12 €€Se STEL T'16€ 6801 0'€Se 9'vLe 1c fAAns |4 L0 5002 ‘@2udjerdid AIH
AUdIdd  y3uddiRd pluey PRUCREY] 1Pd/21ey 1'Pd/21eY 1Pd/a1ey 1Pd/aey 1Pd/21ey Pluey  Juddldd  pluey  uddIdd #101e21pU| Y3jedH
/ey /ey /a1y oluedsiH uoljeuIquwod Quoje gHN uoljeuIqwod auoje MHN /ey /ey
|eon SN ul 1o duoje gHN ul 1o duoje M\HN dlen dlewa
0102 1837 le3oL fuyyz/eoey 13puay

x¥) ‘aNVIIVO

108 @ BIG CITIES HEALTH INVENTORY 2007



*S80BJ 9J0W 10 BUO UlIM UOIRUIqUIOD Ul 8.4 Jey) Jo Bulaq 4o aded jeyl Jo Ajuo Huisq pajesipul jeyy uonendod syl syussaidal uoeuIquoy) /auolyF eded 1ey) Jo Ajuo Guiaq paiedipul 1eyl uonendod ayy syuasaldal auo|y§ ‘@roqe paiynads dnoib (HN) d1uedsiH-uon ayj 404

“pi-GT 868 uswom 0QQ‘T 4ad 81eu A8y ‘sejewa) 000‘00T 4od a1es Ajljeriow Jadued
1sealq ajewa4 'saunbiy 00z Nealng snsua) "S’n uo paseq ‘uoneindod 000‘00T 4od pJepueis 8y} se 0OQOZ 4eaAk Buisn pajsnlpe-abe sajes Aijerow syuiq 9l 00T 4od @1es A}1jelIow JuBUT "SUMI] [|B O Juddtad aJe SI01edIpul A}I[RJRU pUR SB]eJ e S10}edipul A}jeriow pue A}pIGUON L
*8]qe|ieA. 10U B1BP 10 Qg UBY] SS3] SI UOIR|ND|eD Juadiad J0 d1eJ Ul Pasn elep JOJeJBWNN ,---,
JuadJad/alel 1s8ybiy 0] spuodsa.lod T ‘0g UeY) Ja1eaJb SI uoiiendjed Juadiad Jo ajel Ul pasn Blep JOJelawnu pue 3|qe|IeAR 8 BIEP UDIYM J0j SBIID JO yuey f

's1S0|n2JagnL pue eIpAwe|y) ‘eaiouoy ‘sijiydis
odeuelpu] ‘njnjouoH ‘ousal ‘sbulidg opelojo) ‘enbianbng|y :6uimoj|o} 8y 40} elep [9A3]-A110 JO pealsul pasn aJam ejep Apigiow Aluno) %
*S31110 PaP020a6 SNSIdA paliodal JO SUOIIRIILI| UO SS10U [BDIUYID) DS «

fiepuodag pue Alewlid 10) e1ep [9A3]-A11D BlUB|1Y JO Pea)jsul pasn alam elep Aluno) uol|n4 ‘elydipn pue ‘obaiqg ues ‘ojusweldes ‘puefliod

01 201 €v40T r £00Z ‘|OWS Oy SIYI0|
€01 €540 0T 091 102 sz £002 ‘0¢ 36y J3pun s1ay10
0's 6L €540¢ 11 (341 9/ £00Z WBRMyLIG MOT
Sy 8'9 75106 9'0T 0bT -V £002 “M[eHo} jueul
199 €510 T 0'€9 9L {537 Thh €00 ‘fAiag
09 vie €510V 992 9'6€ 681 T61 9¢ 03 7002 ‘Sa1qeIq
7’0z gsoey 791 102 THT (44 b 8g 00 ‘eluownaug
0 Ve o006 19T 6'62 v Ty 6 8 00 ‘“AHIEHOI SAIV/AIH
3% 201 €540 b 201 8'9 S€T €1 ST 92 00z ‘3pIoing
o€ 86 25406 81e 98¢ 58 98 8 8 002 “SHIBHO pajejai-wieally
8C 9G 8y 108 vic 7'6€ S5 9G z 9 768 7002 “apIILIOH
08 YAl £5408¢ 86 S8 11 La sz 9€ b1 00z “HO Kinfu| 32143 1030
£1e €540 21 Yt Vg t3 g€ rgg a0 --- $00g “Mol Jaoue) Isealg djeway
ey 6'2S €540 /T v'29 78 v'19 129 €1 44 698 00 ‘“fjeHiop 49due) bun
9'86T 981 €510 4T zeee T0/2 8'5Te 181 01 0z zL82 00 “fjemio} 490ue)
S/1C €510 61 6592 T20€ §05¢ 0'€se 71 8T TZvE 7002 TH[EHO} 95e351q HeaH
0108 €540 9T 1'900°T 8212'T 1888 £'368 8T ST 82T 002 MM} [[elan0
0T 8y ££40 42 9L 06 61 e 6 S00¢ 2oU3pIoU] SISONdIGNL
06T 9'STI T 40 bl zese 8L zes 0vE 1 91 £5pe S00Z ‘@2U3pIoU| B3Y110U0Y
SzEE Wios ££20'T 0H9E'T 6's8 878 9 z 1859 S00¢ ‘@2uapiou| eipAwely)

0 0510 ve rs 78 g€ 6¢€ c [ S00¢ “2oUapnU[ SIIYAAS SBd

€1 Svi06 sy vL 0T 'St 8 o1 799 5002 ‘@2U3pIdy| SAIY

8€40 --- S00¢ ‘2u3piUu| AH
940/ 2089 1626 T2IE T61€E 9 8 8266 500 ‘3uajerdid Saly
0740 --- 5002 ‘@2udjenaid AIH
JRICLICH IR ICLICK | pluey JRUERYCY 1Pd/ey 1Pd/ey 1'Pd/aey 1'Pd/rey 1'Pd/ey pluey  JuadRd  pjuey  uLdRd #101221pU| Y3EdH

/a1ey /a1ey /a1ey J1uedsiy uoleUIqWOd auole gHN uoieUIqWIOD auoje MHN /a1ey /a1ey
|eon SN ul 10 duoje gHN ul 40 suoje HN EJEN aleway
0T0Z 4235 oL fo1uy1a/eoey Japusn

*Vd ‘VIHd13aV1IHd

0'T €40 0T el (A3 TSt 6'ST €002 ‘oW oYM SIAYIoN
€540 Tpy 20t 0°€T v'ee v'9 €002 ‘0z 26V 43pun siaylo
0's €540 L€ 8L T9 0zt 0L €002 WBRMyLIg Mo
34 2540 e €L €S €002 ‘“Ajerop ey
€540 61 6LL 0281 8 8'/8 ) +'99 €002 ‘i
09 €510 0€ L'Le T00T 6'T0T 20C €0¢ 8¢ 0€ [§43 700z ‘So19qeIq
€540 /2 L0z 12 (4 4 vl 6€ €1e #00¢ ‘eluownaud
L0 0F 40 --- 002 “fAujerio SAIV/AIH
34 €540 §¢ S0T 12t zel ve 891 002 ‘dp1oIng
9'€ 2540 Sp L b 0'ST 002 feHO| paje|as-uuieddiy
8 8110 --- 700¢ OpIIWoH
08 €540 by rL 6L 08 %002 “HON Aunluj B|21YA J0IOIN
€12 €510 02 62 62 0'8e (114 62 002 “MON 490ue) Isealq djewa4
€eh €54092 9'19 828 Tv8 §'6S 865 |4 T6b L2 T18 00z “faieroly Jadue) bun
9'85T €540 1€ 2902 7"18¢ 9'98¢ €861 T'661 14 9'S/T [43 £'95¢ #00¢ ‘Aujeyiop 1due)
€510 b €02 6'vhe X323 T661 0002 27 6291 27 1592 002 Mijerio| dseasiq HeaH
€540 8¢ 5658 969 €5ee'T ¥'2Se'T 818 618 L€ €YiL 8¢ €280 002 ‘fujeriol |[e4an0

€€ 10 --- -— -_— -_— -_— -_— -_— -_— -_— -_— -_— G00g 22uap1du| sIsojn2_qNL

1 40 S £€61 €211 T'16L 1'8€8 9'95 §'LS 44 §2ee 0€ 9291 S00z ‘@2udpidu| eayiouon

[ 20kA 011L #°058 0°252°c 6'S8€'C 1°€62 £62 43 T100°T 4 250 S00g ‘@2uapiou| eipAwely)

0€ 40 --- G500z “@duapu] siIydis s8d

S 40 €€ 0Tt rL 8L 9€ 8'ST S00z ‘@2udpidu] Saly

g€ o ze 80T €€ €T S00¢ ‘@2uapiou AIH

9 40 OF 2601 1702 89¢¢ 8'05¢C LS. 6'9L 43 0bt o 6°LLT §00g ‘@2ud[erdid SaIv

0b 0 b€ v'L6 T'S6 9'8¢e 825¢ €89 769 0€ S'1S ve 8yl 5002 ‘@2udjerdid AIH

AUdIdd  y3uddiRd pluey PRUCREY] 1Pd/21ey 1'Pd/21eY 1Pd/a1ey 1Pd/aey 1Pd/21ey Pluey  Juddldd  pluey  uddIdd #101e21pU| Y3jedH

/ey /ey /a1y oluedsiH uoljeuIquwod Quoje gHN uoljeuIqwod auoje MHN /ey /ey
|eon SN ul 1o duoje gHN ul 1o duoje M\HN dlen dlewa
0102 1837 le3oL fuyyz/eoey 13puay

+4N ‘YHYINQ

109

BIG CITIES HEALTH INVENTORY 2007 @




*S80BJ 9J0W 10 BUO UlIM UOIRUIqUIOD Ul 8.4 Jey) Jo Bulaq 4o aded jeyl Jo Ajuo Huisq pajesipul jeyy uonendod syl syussaidal uoeuIquoy) /auolyF eded 1ey) Jo Ajuo Guiaq paiedipul 1eyl uonendod ayy syuasaldal auo|y§ ‘@roqe paiynads dnoib (HN) d1uedsiH-uon ayj 404

“pi-GT 868 uswom 0QQ‘T 4ad 81eu A8y ‘sejewa) 000‘00T 4od a1es Ajljeriow Jadued
1sealq ajewa4 'saunbiy 00z Nealng snsua) "S’n uo paseq ‘uoneindod 000‘00T 4od pJepueis 8y} se 0OQOZ 4eaAk Buisn pajsnlpe-abe sajes Aijerow syuiq 9l 00T 4od @1es A}1jelIow JuBUT "SUMI] [|B O Juddtad aJe SI01edIpul A}I[RJRU pUR SB]eJ e S10}edipul A}jeriow pue A}pIGUON L
*8]qe|ieA. 10U B1BP 10 Qg UBY] SS3] SI UOIR|ND|eD Juadiad J0 d1eJ Ul Pasn elep JOJeJBWNN ,---,
JuadJad/alel 1s8ybiy 0] spuodsa.lod T ‘0g UeY) Ja1eaJb SI uoiiendjed Juadiad Jo ajel Ul pasn Blep JOJelawnu pue 3|qe|IeAR 8 BIEP UDIYM J0j SBIID JO yuey f

's1S0|n2JagnL pue eIpAwe|y) ‘eaiouoy ‘sijiydis
odeuelpu] ‘njnjouoH ‘ousal ‘sbulidg opelojo) ‘enbianbng|y :6uimoj|o} 8y 40} elep [9A3]-A110 JO pealsul pasn aJam ejep Apigiow Aluno) %
*S31110 PaP020a6 SNSIdA paliodal JO SUOIIRIILI| UO SS10U [BDIUYID) DS «

fiepuodag pue Alewlid 10) e1ep [9A3]-A11D BlUB|1Y JO Pea)jsul pasn alam elep Aluno) uol|n4 ‘elydipn pue ‘obaiqg ues ‘ojusweldes ‘puefliod

0’1 £0T €1 40 --- €002 ‘»ows oYM SIYIoN
€01 €540 82 6L v'9 €002 ‘0¢ 26Y 43pupn siaylo
0's 6L €5)08 ¢t 88 €002 WBRMyLIg MO
Sy 8'9 zs40¢€ SpT €002 ‘feHol Jueyu)
199 €540 1§ T'Lb 6'6€ €002 ‘M4
091 Ve €540 OF e €61 6t 9 700z ‘So19qeIq
02 €540 €€ £81 6LT L€ 74 002 ‘eluownaud
L0 1747 0 4o --- 002 “fAujerioN SAIV/AIH
34 £0T €540 0T (418 €L1 002 ‘dp1oIng
9 86 251082 61 S8 002 ‘f[eHO pate|as-wiieadly
8 9's 8 10 62 T2l 700¢ OpIIWoH
08 8L €540 2p 18 --- 002 “HOIN Aunluj B|21YA J0IOIN
€12 €540 82 S'ze 8¢ %002 “MON 490ue) Isealq djewa4
€€y 62S €540 21 6L 6 81 00z “faieHoly Jadue) bun
9'8ST 981 €540 /1 €/ 91 61 002 “fjeMo 420ue)
S/Te €540 /T 43 €1 700g Tijerio 9Sessiq MedH
0°108 €540 92 0€ €2 002 ‘fujeriol |[e4an0
0T 34 €€40 --- S002 d2U3pIdU] SISONIdNL
061 9'S11 T 40 --- 500z ‘@2udpIdu| eayiouon
x4 T 40 --- S00g ‘@2uapiou| eipAwely)

0°¢ 0€40 --- G500z “@dudpdu] siIydis S8d

€1 St 40 --- S00g ‘@2udpidu] Saly

8€140 --- S00¢ ‘@2uapioul AIH
9k 40 --- §00g ‘@2ud[erdid SAIVY
0t 40 --- S00z ‘@2udjerdid AIH
qUdIdd  y3uddiRd pluey 4uddIdd 1 Pd/21ey 1'Pd/21eY 1Pd/a1ey 1Pd/aey 1 Pd/21ey Pluey  JuddIRd  puey  JUddIRd #101e21pU| Y3jedH

/ey /1.y /ey oluedsiH uoljeuIquwod Quoje gHN uoleuIquod duoje MHN /ey /ey
|eon SN ul 1o duoje gHN ul 1o duoje M\HN dlen dlew?
0102 1837 leloL fuyyz/eoey 19puap

*Vd ‘HDUNASLLId

01 €140 82 8'S 12 €01 zet £00 ‘D|oWs oYM sidylop
€540 21 €T €81 ST L8 £00¢ ‘0 26y 1opun sidylo|
0's €540 Sp 14 69 (XA L9 £002 ‘WBRMyMIg MO
S 2640 1€ 89 9L 6 €002 ‘fueHoly ueyu
€540 €T £58 9°LT 9vL 808 S'Sh S'9b £002 Auned4
091 €540 by 6 Vs SLT LT v T0C € v9¢ 700z ‘So19qelq
€510 61 v'ee 9'Te 9'ce 8'ce x4 9'81 6T 862 00z ‘eluownaug
L0 0 Jo €€ 9's Ly 37 43 66 002 ‘MeMoN SAIV/AIH
8 €540 b1 L1 €11 LT vLT 6 0L €1 vee 002 ‘dp1ding
9'€ zsoet S61T (44 SbI L1 L 9 M4} LvE 002 ‘AHIeHOW paje|ds-wiedly
8¢ 87 J0 ¢¢ 6°€T 6'€c v0€ v'0€ 89 69 6 (2% € 8¢ 7002 “opIdIWoH
08 €5408 §6T €€ [47% Sl L 81l 8 WA 002 “HON A1nfu] 3PD1YDA 10101
fou x4 €540 8y v'zce LTe 0'ce 8t v'ee #00g “HON J3due) 1seaug dlewdy
€€y €540 OF T6b z'se S8 v'/8 §'0S 0'1S 9 6'8€ o 09 00¢ ‘fueroly 4e0ue) un
9881 €5 40 61 v LLT £261 S'6£C S’/ [4L74} 82L1 0S S6vT 9 9222 00 ‘AHjeHioly 490ue)
€540 /€ 8'STe 6'L5¢ T'£0€ 9°L1E 0602 L0Te € S°89T 6€ v'58¢ 7002 TH[eLIo|\ 958351 1esH
€540 Tpy 2'ess 90T S€0T‘T S'0ST‘T 9208 018 (47 §°£89 o 90T 00z ‘AH[eLO |[e1300
£€10 b2 9L 8'ST 0z 47 X4 90T S00Z ddUdpIoU]| SisojndsaqnL
1t 40 62 §'ZsT €181 €665 €099 9'59 L9 6¢C €€l 8¢ [ VAl S00Z ‘92udpIdu| eay4i0u0n
T 40 92 '60S £'869 £0£0°T 9'SET'T §'/91 v1LT 14 616L 1€ £€ee
0€0 22 6'S 8L (22 S € 68
St 40 92 'ST 9'€T Lty b vET €1 1 9P 9 8'se S00¢ ‘@dudpiou| saly
8€ 4092 681 691 86k 615 9'L1 0'8T € 09 Le v'1E S002 “dudpdul AIH
9t 40 b€ z'L91 T'60T T'L6€ 9'LEY 0°6L1 zest 9€ 9°LE €€ 5262 S00z ‘@dudjerdid SaIv
0t 40 92 9561 0'zzt 6°€1S 2998 Sv0e €602 € 0'1S (4 'see S00¢ ‘udjendid AIH
UDIRd  JUddIRd pluey 4uddIdd 1Pd/reY 1Pd/rey 1Pd/eY 1Pd/ey 1Pd/RreY Pluey  JuddIRd  puey  JuddARd #101ed1pU] Y3edH
/ey /ey /a1y oluedsiH uoljeuIquwod Quoje gHN uoljeuIqwod auoje MHN /ey /ey
|eon #SN ul 1o auoje gHN ul 4o auoje M\HN aley 9jew?
010g 123/ lesoL fdiuyiz/eoey 19puap

.y

[10 @ BIiG CITIES HEALTH INVENTORY 2007




*S80BJ 9J0W 10 BUO UlIM UOIRUIqUIOD Ul 8.4 Jey) Jo Bulaq 4o aded jeyl Jo Ajuo Huisq pajesipul jeyy uonendod syl syussaidal uoeuIquoy) /auolyF eded 1ey) Jo Ajuo Guiaq paiedipul 1eyl uonendod ayy syuasaldal auo|y§ ‘@roqe paiynads dnoib (HN) d1uedsiH-uon ayj 404
"p-GT 96 uswom 00Q‘T 4ad a1es |3y ‘sajews) 000‘00T 4od d1ed A
1sealq ajewa4 'saunbiy 00z Nealng snsua) "S’n uo paseq ‘uoneindod 000‘00T 4od pJepueis 8y} se 0OQOZ 4eaAk Buisn pajsnlpe-abe sajes Aijerow syuiq 9l 00T 4od @1es A}1jelIow JuBUT "SUMI] [|B O Juddtad aJe SI01edIpul A}I[RJRU pUR SB]eJ e S10}edipul A}jeriow pue A}pIGUON L
*8]qe|ieA. 10U B1BP 10 Qg UBY] SS3] SI UOIR|ND|eD Juadiad J0 d1eJ Ul Pasn elep JOJeJBWNN ,---,
JuadJad/alel 1s8ybiy 0] spuodsa.lod T ‘0g UeY) Ja1eaJb SI uoiiendjed Juadiad Jo ajel Ul pasn Blep JOJelawnu pue 3|qe|IeAR 8 BIEP UDIYM J0j SBIID JO yuey f
's1S0|n2JagnL pue eIpAwe|y) ‘eaiouoy ‘sijiydis
odeuelpu] ‘njnjouoH ‘ousal ‘sbulidg opelojo) ‘enbianbng|y :6uimoj|o} 8y 40} elep [9A3]-A110 JO pealsul pasn aJam ejep Apigiow Aluno) %
*S31110 PaP020a6 SNSIdA paliodal JO SUOIIRIILI| UO SS10U [BDIUYID) DS «

fiepuodag pue Alewlid 10) e1ep [9A3]-A11D BlUB|1Y JO Pea)jsul pasn alam elep Aluno) uol|n4 ‘elydipn pue ‘obaiqg ues ‘ojusweldes ‘puefliod

0’1 £0T €1 40 --- €002 ‘»ows oYM SIYIoN
€01 €540 1€ LA vl L9 €002 ‘0¢ 26Y 43pupn siaylo
0's 6L €540 8 69 6'S 9 €002 WBRMyLIg MO
Sy 8'9 25 40 O 6'S A €002 ‘feHol Jueyu)
199 €540 6621 0'S8T 6801 911 €002 ‘M4
091 Ve €540 1 522 0%S T9¢ 0°Z€ 01 S 700z ‘So19qeIq
02 €540 1 LSy (1¥:14 T6b 1 4 002 ‘eluownaud
L0 124 0% 40 62 0L 6¢ 002 “fAujerioN SAIV/AIH
34 £0T €540 ¢ Lree €82 £'62 € S 002 ‘dp1oIng
9 86 2540 0T 602 9'se 6'LT 681 01 002 ‘f[eHO pate|as-wiieadly
8 9's 8110 0T 9T 0°€T 0T €1 8/c 700¢ OpIIWoH
08 8L €540 ¢ 0€e 9'€e £02 8'Ie 9 62T 1 VA% 002 “HOIN Aunluj B|21YA J0IOIN
€12 €5402 rd S'8p 661 z €Tk %002 “MON 490ue) Isealq djewa4
€€y 62S €540§ €6L S 10T 00T 4 669 L1 926 00z “faieHoly Jadue) bun
9'8ST 981 €540¢ [4243 6'S€¢C 92LE (41 4 092 4 666€ 002 “fjeMo 420ue)
S/Te €540 € v'e8e v'06¢ 9Ly 9'92 € 6€0€ € €26V 700g Tijerio 9Sessiq MedH
0°108 €540¢ 96T 6°€02'T 0'895‘T TII9'T 4 GS6T'T 4 6641 002 ‘fujeriol |[e4an0
01 3% €€ 40 9T 90T €el e 8 S €6 61 02T S002 d2U3pIdU] SISONIdNL
061 9'S11 1 40 92 €981 L8 9'L€ 9'6€ ve L€61 74 §'SLT 500z ‘@2udpIdu| eayiouon
§'zee 17 40 b2 1°695 628¢ 622l 9621 44 9°66£ 02 8'81¢ S00g ‘@2uapiou| eipAwely)

0°¢ 0€ 40 --- G500z “@dudpdu] siIydis S8d

€1 St 40 OF §9 9y 34 o £0T S00g ‘@2udpidu] Saly

8€10 --- S00¢ ‘@2uapioul AIH
9b 40 L€ 01et 096 €L11 reet L€ £9¢ L€ 602 §00g ‘@2ud[erdid SAIVY
0t 40 --- S00z ‘@2udjerdid AIH
UDIRd  JUddIRd pluey 4uddIdd 1Pd/reY 1Pd/rey 1 Pd/2eY 1Pd/eY 1Pd/reY Pluey  JuddIRd  puey  JUddIRd #101e21pU| Y3jedH

/ey /1.y /ey oluedsiH uoljeuIquwod Quoje gHN uoleuIquod duoje MHN /ey /ey
|eon SN ul 1o duoje gHN ul 1o duoje M\HN dlen dlew?
0102 1837 leloL fuyyz/eoey 19puap

£« (ALNNOD OLNAWVHIVS) YD “OLNIWVYIVS

01 €v 40 vT 1t 8'€ €61 et €002 ‘DJows Oy SI3Ylo|
€510 6 0L 9t 291 s €002 ‘02 96Y Japun sioyo
0's €540 1§ 59 0's A 9 €002 WBRMyLIg Mo
34 2510 6 6€ €002 ‘“Ajerop ey
€540 g€ 169 T191 LT1L 28 0°8§ €09 €002 ‘i
09 €510 91 Ve 208 '8 [ZZ3 9cE 61 8'8C €1 0Tk #00¢ sa1qeIq
€5Jo¢es Cel L€1 g€l 0s 60T Ly S'8T #00¢ ‘eluownaud
L0 0v Jo 8¢ 147 6 s L£ 08 002 “fAujerio SAIV/AIH
37 €sjoet ST 6'91 €1 12 10T 61 v'1e #00¢ ‘@pidIng
9 gsioey T6 4] S8 147 9'/1 002 ‘MeMo pajejl-w.eally
8C 8b 10 by Ly (22 69 00 “@p1dIwoy
08 €540 6 60T 2ot 901 0z re 8¢ €l 002 “Mo Anfuj 3121y 40101
€12 €540 Sp T€e £ee T€e [47 1€ 002 “MON 490ue) Isealq djewa4
€eh €540 82 965 58 6'98 0°6S 8'6S €2 9’8k (43 [ 74 #00¢ ‘“jeriop J9due) bunq
9'85T €540 /2 v'11e 605¢ 9'€92 2802 112 0€ ThLT 9z 20/2 #00¢ ‘Aujeyiop 1due)
€5J0 €p %02 rele 9'982 50T 8702 8¢ 891 22 9'65¢ 002 Mijerio| dseasiq HeaH
€540 €€ £206 0°€09 LYITT TE8T'T 1268 2016 €€ 8LSL s€ 6'90T‘T 7002 ‘f[eMoN [[e1dA0

€€408¢ 9 --- --- --- --- --- --- --- VA €8 S00g d2udpIdU| SISOINdIBNL

b Jo g€ THeET 12Le 6605 2’109 T8 ¥'06 Ve 8'€6 L2 €S/1 S00¢ “2udpIdu| e3Y4i0u0y

T 40 b€ (2234 128L 9'ITH'T €997 €652 8'89¢ 9€ €SS [44 0°21E S00g “d2udpiou] eipAwe|y)

0€10 82 Ty 9T €8 500¢ @2udpdu] sjiydis s3d

S 4o 8€ 89 9 €9 LE g€l S00¢ “d2uapidu| saly

8€ 140 /T L1 --- --- --- [7A) 8/1 --- --- Sc €ee S00¢ “@uapidul AIH

91 40 /2 vvee 6'Lbe 0°90€ £09¢ 6'LE2 £'9ve 8¢ (47 74 £8€Y §00¢ “@2udjeAdld saly

07 40 0€ 9°0ST 0°TET 8'1€C €€LT TEeST 6'8ST S€ T'S€ 8T 9'892 S00¢ “d2udjendid AIH

JudI_dd  JuddIRd pluey PRUCREY] 1Pd/21ey 1'Pd/21eY 1Pd/a1ey 1Pd/aey 1Pd/21ey Pluey  Juddldd  pluey  uddIdd #101B21pU| Y3jedH

/ey /ey /a1y oluedsiH uoljeuIquwod Quoje gHN uoljeuIqwod auoje MHN /ey /ey
|eon SN ul 1o duoje gHN ul 1o duoje M\HN dlen dlewa
0T0Z 4edA leloL fdiuyya/aoey 13puay

«(ALNNOD HYWONLINA) YO ‘ANVILOd

BIG CITIES HEALTH INVENTORY 2007 @




*S80BJ 9J0W 10 BUO UlIM UOIRUIqUIOD Ul 8.4 Jey) Jo Bulaq 4o aded jeyl Jo Ajuo Huisq pajesipul jeyy uonendod syl syussaidal uoeuIquoy) /auolyF eded 1ey) Jo Ajuo Guiaq paiedipul 1eyl uonendod ayy syuasaldal auo|y§ ‘@roqe paiynads dnoib (HN) d1uedsiH-uon ayj 404

‘pi-GT 96e uswom 0Q‘T 4od a1es Ayl

9} ‘sajewa) 000‘00T Jod a1ed A1

1sealq ajewa4 'saunbiy 00z Nealng snsua) "S’n uo paseq ‘uoneindod 000‘00T 4od pJepueis 8y} se 0OQOZ 4eaAk Buisn pajsnlpe-abe sajes Aijerow syuiq 9l 00T 4od @1es A}1jelIow JuBUT "SUMI] [|B O Juddtad aJe SI01edIpul A}I[RJRU pUR SB]eJ e S10}edipul A}jeriow pue A}pIGUON L
*9]qe[IBAR 10U BJEP IO (g URY] SS| SI UOIIR|ND[ED JuadIad JO 9)eJ Ul Pasn B1ep JOJRIBWNN ,---,
JuadJad /9184 158YB1Y 03 SpUOdsaLI0d T Qg UeY} J21eaJb SI uoije|ndjed Juadiad Jo 91eJ Ul Pasn ejep JOJRJaWNU PUB B|qe|ieAR 1. 1P UDIYM 40} SBILD JO Yuey f

fiepuodag pue Alewlid 10) e1ep [9A3]-A11D BlUB|1Y JO Pea)jsul pasn alam elep Aluno) uol|n4 ‘elydipn pue ‘obaiqg ues ‘ojusweldes ‘puefliod

0|N2JagNL pue eipAwely) ‘eaiouoy ‘sijiydAis

odeuelpu] ‘njnjouoH ‘ousa.l ‘sbulidg opelojo) ‘enbianbng|y :6uimoj|o} sy 10} elep |9A3]-A110 JO pesisul pasn aJom elep Apiglow >.E:ou ®

*S31110 pap020ab SnsIaA paliodad Jo suonell

| UO SD}0U [BDIUYIR)} DS ¥

0’1 £0T €1 40 --- €002 ‘»ows oYM SIYIoN
€01 €540 Spy 6L L2t 1€ €002 ‘0¢ 26Y 43pupn siaylo
0's 6L €540 6 L9 09 9 €002 WBRMyLIg MO
34 89 2540 sp =4 €5 S €002 ‘feHol Jueyu)
199 €540 G€ 9'59 1201 £8h €002 “fnneg
09 v've €510 9 1T L2y 091 (2 9 700z ‘So19qeIq
02 €540 OF 891 6'Te §'ST 17 9€ 002 ‘eluownaud
L0 a2 01 Jo 8¢ 9L Ll 14 #00¢ ‘M[eMoN SAIV/AIH
34 £0T €540 9¢ 0T €T 8 £ 002 ‘dp1oIng
9 86 25 10 6% 9'9 0L Sy 8b 801 002 ‘f[eHO pate|as-wiieadly
8C 9'G 8 10 € v’ 9L 32 08 00 “@pIdIwoy
08 8yl €540 L€ 00T L1 6 8¢ s ve 61T 002 “HOIN Aunluj B|21YA J0IOIN
€12 €540 Sp T€e e 9'€e [47 1€ %002 “MON 490ue) Isealq djewa4
b 6'2S €540 S §'Sh 662 v6v 8¢ '8¢ Ly €68 00z “faieHoly Jadue) bun
9'851T 9'¥81 €540 8 €8L1 L'6b1 €8T 8b vEST 8b 0812 002 ‘Aujerio 4aoue)
§'/TC €510 Ty S0TC €0cc 602 [ 0°€91T [ (9743 002 Mijerioly dseasiq HeaH
0108 €540 8 029 8L €09, 8 8079 (37 1'£26 002 ‘fujeriol |[e4an0
0T 34 €€40 €T 80T v'1e 0C 1t re 9T 6€T S002 d2U3pIdU] SISONIdNL
061 9'S11 T 40 8¢ 926 '8¢ §0e 8¢ 9L 9€ 9€0T 500z ‘@2udpIdu| eayiouon
x4 T 40 8¢ 0°T6€ 8€8¢ 298 S€ 2'88S Ve £L02 S00g ‘@2uapiou| eipAwely)

0°¢ 0€ J0 61 69 S/ TL 43 LT 61 61T 500¢ @2udpdu] sjiydis s3d

€1 St 40 62 L€l 281 et €2 oA 8¢ 8 S00g ‘@2udpidu] Saly

8€10 --- S00¢ ‘@2uapioul AIH
9b 40 0E T0Te 8'vee 9'602 ve L8€ 6¢C S6LE §00g ‘@2ud[erdid SAIVY
0t 40 --- S00z ‘@2udjerdid AIH
qUdIdd  y3uddiRd pluey AuId 1 Pd/21ey 1'Pd/21eY 1Pd/a1ey 1Pd/aey 1 Pd/21ey Pluey  Juddldd  pluey  uddIdd #101e21pU| Y3jedH

/ey /1.y /ey oluedsiH uoljeuIquwod Quoje gHN uoleuIquod duoje MHN /ey /ey
|eon SN ul 1o duoje gHN ul 1o duoje M\HN dlen dlew?
0102 1837 leloL fuyyz/eoey 13puay

+(ALNNO) 0931@ NVS) YD ‘093IQg NVS

01 €140 9¢ 7t 0C ] €9 £00Z “MOWS Oy SIayI0
€54021 €T 8T 9'91 €9 €002 ‘0¢ 36Y 43pun s1ay10
0's €540 22 68 '8 1 T8 £00Z ‘WBRMYLIG MO
Sy Z54022 Sz €L 891 09 £002 “fAi[eHioly jueul
€540 2T 858 9'/6 (414 TEL 199 189 £002 ‘Auiniag
09 €510¢ g6b 799 168 T09 e TSE z Tov v €55 7002 ‘Sa1qelq
€540 L £sT 61 z'sT ST 9 921 9 z61 00 ‘eluownaug
0 0t 40 0€ 89 89 0's s 8z 61T 00 ‘AUIEHOI SAIV/AIH
8h £5408¢ z01 7’9 09T €91 91 3 2> 91 00z ‘3pioing
o€ 2510 T v'6 8 6 66 ov 8L1 002 “SHIEHON paje|ai-uneaity
8 8b 10 6€ z8 A A (X7 i3 VZA 002 “apiIIoH
08 €540 TT LT ro ves o'g 61 £sT ST T6 T €92 00Z “Ho Kinfuj 321y 10301\
£1e £5 40 0€ €Lz vz o€ 8'0¢ o€ €2 --- 00z “Mol Jaoue) iseaig djeway
eep €540 T 0'6b T2 0vL TsL 6'59 £'99 6€ s/¢ 6€ 599 002 “fjeHioly 490ue) bun
9'86T £5 10 62 502 1261 zese §L5e v'91Z 0612 ve LT 62 0592 00z “jeMo} Ja0ue)
€510 02 8592 Thhe 98¢ (A3 01/ I'elze ST S/1¢C € VL33 00 Tai[eHo[ 95e951q HesH
€540 6T 5'€86 L6 €182°T 0'80€‘T 9226 9'686 1 9728 sz £502°T 002 ‘MM [[elan

€£40 /2 ) €8 C vy 92 S8 S00Z 20U3pIdU] SISON2IBGNY

v 40 L2 281 1691 £00£ s'seL '8 00S 92 z6L1 ve 5881 500 ‘22U3pIdU| B3YLI0U0Y

Tt 40 8T £819 S/ §'SS0°T 9'80T°T 6 Lv1 0°2ST 61 0868 61 102 500 ‘32uapiou] eiphwey)

0£10 /T 70T Z 7S ST 7ot S00¢ "20UapU| SIYAAS SBd

Sv 1o ve g'sT 291 192 182 o€l 0bT 0z 6's vz 92 S00¢ ‘@2UapidUY| SAIY

8€ 40 €2 s1e 602 799 569 821 el 0z VL 2 §9€ 500 ‘@duapiou| AIH

9 40 € 2961 1881 3243 z'e6g 08T §'S8T 1€ o'y 1€ £ssg 500 ‘33uajerdid SalY

op 4o €€ s€zt P IIT z66C £yIE 0°0TT TEIT €€ oib 4> 9’802 S00¢ ‘@uajendid AIH

JRICLICH IR ICLICK | pluey JRIERYCY 1Pd/ey 1Pd/ey 1'Pd/aey 1'Pd/rey 1Pd/rey pluey  JuadRd  pjuey  uLdIRd #¥101221pU] Y3EdH

/a1ey /a1ey /a1ey Jluedsiy uoleUIqWOd auole gHN uoleUIqWIOD auoje MHN /a1ey /a1ey
|eon SN ul 10 duoje gHN ul 40 suoje HN EJEN aleway
0T0Z 4235 oL fyo1uy1a/eoey Japusn

* X1 “OINOLNY NVS

[12 @ BIG CITIES HEALTH INVENTORY 2007



*S80BJ 9J0W 10 BUO UlIM UOIRUIqUIOD Ul 8.4 Jey) Jo Bulaq 4o aded jeyl Jo Ajuo Huisq pajesipul jeyy uonendod syl syussaidal uoeuIquoy) /auolyF eded 1ey) Jo Ajuo Guiaq paiedipul 1eyl uonendod ayy syuasaldal auo|y§ ‘@roqe paiynads dnoib (HN) d1uedsiH-uon ayj 404

‘

pi-GT 86 uswom 0oQ

T Jad 8181 A1l

9} ‘sajewa) 000‘00T Jod a1ed A1

1sealq ajewa4 'saunbiy 00z Nealng snsua) "S’n uo paseq ‘uoneindod 000‘00T 4od pJepueis 8y} se 0OQOZ 4eaAk Buisn pajsnlpe-abe sajes Aijerow syuiq 9l 00T 4od @1es A}1jelIow JuBUT "SUMI] [|B O Juddtad aJe SI01edIpul A}I[RJRU pUR SB]eJ e S10}edipul A}jeriow pue A}pIGUON L
*9]qe[IBAR 10U BJEP IO (g URY] SS| SI UOIIR|ND[ED JuadIad JO 9)eJ Ul Pasn B1ep JOJRIBWNN ,---,
JuadJad /9184 158YB1Y 03 SpUOdsaLI0d T Qg UeY} J21eaJb SI uoije|ndjed Juadiad Jo 91eJ Ul Pasn ejep JOJRJaWNU PUB B|qe|ieAR 1. 1P UDIYM 40} SBILD JO Yuey f

fiepuodag pue Alewlid 10) e1ep [9A3]-A11D BlUB|1Y JO Pea)jsul pasn alam elep Aluno) uol|n4 ‘elydipn pue ‘obaiqg ues ‘ojusweldes ‘puefliod

0|N2JagNL pue eipAwely) ‘eaiouoy ‘sijiydAis

odeuelpu] ‘njnjouoH ‘ousa.l ‘sbulidg opelojo) ‘enbianbng|y :6uimoj|o} sy 10} elep |9A3]-A110 JO pesisul pasn aJom elep Apiglow >.E:ou ®

*S31110 pap020ab SnsIaA paliodad Jo suonell

| UO SD}0U [BDIUYIR)} DS ¥

0’1 £0T €1 40 --- €002 ‘»ows oYM SIYIoN
€01 €540 05 09 €11 [ €002 ‘0¢ 26Y 43pupn siaylo
0's 6L €540¢s €9 LS oA 9 €002 WBRMyLIg MO
Sy 8'9 25408y 0 €5 €002 ‘feHol Jueyu)
199 €540 €2 0'9Z 201 #'SS €€S €002 ‘M4
091 Ve €50 62 082 198 (&3 9 700z ‘So19qeIq
02 €540 0T 02 80 v've L 002 ‘eluownaud
L0 1747 0t J0 O €e 002 “fAujerioN SAIV/AIH
34 £0T €540 Tpy 6 12t vl £ 002 ‘dp1oIng
9'€ 86 25 40 05 €S s 002 f[eHO paje|aJ-uiieddty
8 9's 8 10 81 K3 o 700¢ OpIIWoH
08 8L €540 2p 18 9€l 6 00T --- 47 002 “HOIN Aunluj B|21YA J0IOIN
€12 €540 05 [ 4 z'se 6'Se 0S [ 4 %002 “MON 490ue) Isealq djewa4
€€y 62S €5 40 617 8T T0E §0S 8'1S 4 Tve s 00z “faieHoly Jadue) bun
9'8ST 981 €540 1§ ShLT (474} 9'€€e Tvse €681 9'v61 s 4348 0S #00¢ ‘Aujeyiop 1due)
S/Te €540 /iy 08T €81 1202 9'Tee %02 2'60C [ 91ST 23 700g Tijerio 9Sessiq MedH
0°108 €540 1S 680L 2008 Lv88 £0L6 805/ 2L 0S 8209 4] 002 ‘fujeriol |[e4an0
01 3% €€ 40 --- S00Z d2UdPIdUJ SISOIN2IBGNL
061 9'S11 T 40 OF 6€9 %S €86 61T 181 261 (1]2 s 6€ 500z ‘@2udpIdu| eayiouon
S2EE b 0 b SEVE 9682 T'/8¢ 80t 029 €L 6€ 298% S€ S00g ‘@2uapiou| eipAwely)

0 0€10 92 9y e 98 500¢ @2udpdu] sjiydis s3d

€1 S 40 by (44 147 Sz S00g ‘@2udpidu] Saly

8€10 --- S00¢ ‘@2uapioul AIH
9k 40 8¢ €Y1l Tsrl T'€6€ S'Lbb 6'Sel 6€€T (1]2 0'Ze 6€ 8861 §00g ‘@2ud[erdid SAIVY
0 40 9¢ 89, 826 5714 Tvie 988 €6 L€ 002 9€ L1ET 500z ‘@2udjendid AIH
qUdIdd  y3uddiRd pluey 4uddIdd 1 Pd/21ey 1'Pd/21eY 1Pd/a1ey 1Pd/aey 1 Pd/21ey Pluey  Juddldd  pluey  uddIdd #101e21pU| Y3jedH

/ey /1.y /ey oluedsiH uoljeuIquwod Quoje gHN uoleuIquod duoje MHN /ey /ey
|eon SN ul 1o duoje gHN ul 1o duoje M\HN dlen dlew?
0102 1837 leloL fuyyz/eoey 19puap

x\/J ‘ISP NVS

01 01 €0 40 --- €002 ‘DJows Oy SI3Ylo|
€01 €54o¢es €Y 10T 0°ST 80 €002 ‘02 96Y Japun sioyo
0's 6L €540 € €L S €ST 9 €002 WBRMyLIg Mo
34 89 gsioes 1€ €002 “jeriop e
€540 €5 L'Sh 289 £6b 8'vS S'9€ '8¢ €002 ‘i

€510 TS 0T £0S 8'cS 8l Tel [ €1 0S 002 #00¢ sa1qeIq

€540/ €82 LLE T6E 0°1E 8'1E ST €1C L 8LE #00¢ ‘eluownaud

ovo9 L1e 129 £'59 0'9¢ 6'9¢ 9 08¢ 002 “fAujerio SAIV/AIH

€540 0€ 91T ST €91 €1 TS 62 €81 #00¢ ‘@pidIng

cS 10 Ep 98 L[S L'Y9 --- --- --- --- {37 991 002 “fujeriop pajejaa-waealiy

8 10 /€ 98 159 59 3 TST 00 “@p1dIwoy

€540 05 8's 62 (34 61 L9 002 “Mo Anfuj 3121y 40101

€540 0p 374 995 G565 (A3 Tee ob 374 002 “MON 490ue) Isealq djewa4

€540 8 &34 §€S £'SS b €8y 2% Tve 8b 1SS #00¢ ‘“jeriop J9due) bunq

€540 0§ €51 [4:4) TLe 0'€8e T'/81 261 6b 6'1ST 4 S0Te #00¢ ‘Aujeyiop 1due)

€510 1S ST 9'6b1T 6cle €8¢ 6'G8T €061 0S 0°'I€T s €1€e 002 Mijerio| dseasiq HeaH

€540¢gs €669 8'809 §6ve'T §STET VATAVA vLEL €S SvhS s 0688 7002 ‘f[eMoN [[e1dA0

€glog 01 € 01T 4 8'cC G00€ d2udpIdU] SISONdIdGNL

T 40 8T £01E §'662 8'€08 09/8 9'862 6'€TE 9€ 9'16 9 LL18 S00¢ “2udpIdu| e3Y4i0u0y

T 40 0€ vLLY T'ShS 6°L0E'T ¥'Seh'T £892 1282 [1]2 729 6 €Ly S00g “d2udpiou] eipAwe|y)

ogo€ [¥73 G9¢€ €9 £'8Y € S'19 500¢ @2udpdu] sjiydis s3d

syjog §es S'89 TL11 9'LeT 89 2’89 JA 76 S 473 S00¢ “d2uapidu| saly

8€40 ¢ 09L 6'S0T €8yl 9191 658 €06 43 T€l € 89T S00¢ “@2udpidul AIH

9y 0P 0°€2T'T 2'802'T T06'T 1520 T°€09'T £'S89‘T JA CTIET 12 2802 §00¢ “@2udjeAdld saly

oviop Te6L 9'1SL 8L0V'T THES'T 60T S0ST‘T (44 v'€0T 14 78SY'T S00¢ “d2udjendid AIH

AUdIdd  y3uddiRd pluey PRUCREY] 1Pd/21ey 1'Pd/21eY 1Pd/a1ey 1Pd/aey 1Pd/21ey Pluey  Juddldd  pluey  uddIdd #101B21pU| Y3jedH

/ey /ey /a1y oluedsiH uoljeuIquwod Quoje gHN uoljeuIqwod auoje MHN /ey /ey
|eon SN ul 1o duoje gHN ul 1o duoje M\HN dlen dlewa
0T0Z 4edA leloL fuyyz/eoey 13puay

*Y1J “03SIDNVY] NVS

I3

BIG CITIES HEALTH INVENTORY 2007 @



*S80BJ 9J0W 10 BUO UlIM UOIRUIqUIOD Ul 8.4 Jey) Jo Bulaq 4o aded jeyl Jo Ajuo Huisq pajesipul jeyy uonendod syl syussaidal uoeuIquoy) /auolyF eded 1ey) Jo Ajuo Guiaq paiedipul 1eyl uonendod ayy syuasaldal auo|y§ ‘@roqe paiynads dnoib (HN) d1uedsiH-uon ayj 404

“pi-GT 868 uswom 0QQ‘T 4ad 81eu A8y ‘sejewa) 000‘00T 4od a1es Ajljeriow Jadued
1sealq ajewa4 'saunbiy 00z Nealng snsua) "S’n uo paseq ‘uoneindod 000‘00T 4od pJepueis 8y} se 0OQOZ 4eaAk Buisn pajsnlpe-abe sajes Aijerow syuiq 9l 00T 4od @1es A}1jelIow JuBUT "SUMI] [|B O Juddtad aJe SI01edIpul A}I[RJRU pUR SB]eJ e S10}edipul A}jeriow pue A}pIGUON L
*8]qe|ieA. 10U B1BP 10 Qg UBY] SS3] SI UOIR|ND|eD Juadiad J0 d1eJ Ul Pasn elep JOJeJBWNN ,---,
JuadJad/alel 1s8ybiy 0] spuodsa.lod T ‘0g UeY) Ja1eaJb SI uoiiendjed Juadiad Jo ajel Ul pasn Blep JOJelawnu pue 3|qe|IeAR 8 BIEP UDIYM J0j SBIID JO yuey f

's1S0|n2JagnL pue eIpAwe|y) ‘eaiouoy ‘sijiydis
odeuelpu] ‘njnjouoH ‘ousal ‘sbulidg opelojo) ‘enbianbng|y :6uimoj|o} 8y 40} elep [9A3]-A110 JO pealsul pasn aJam ejep Apigiow Aluno) %
*S31110 PaP020a6 SNSIdA paliodal JO SUOIIRIILI| UO SS10U [BDIUYID) DS «

fiepuodag pue Alewlid 10) e1ep [9A3]-A11D BlUB|1Y JO Pea)jsul pasn alam elep Aluno) uol|n4 ‘elydipn pue ‘obaiqg ues ‘ojusweldes ‘puefliod

0’1 £0T €hjop 091 §'91 vLT €002 ‘»ows oYM SIYIoN
€01 €540 ¢ L e (14 €002 ‘0¢ 26Y 43pupn siaylo
0's 6L €5409 V1L 6'€L 'L €002 ‘WBRMYIg MO
34 89 esios et 8'ST €002 ‘feHol Jueyu)
199 €540 9¢ 059 TLL 9'0S €002 “fnneg
09 v've €5J0 €1 9°GE €€s 6'€C 43 0c g 700z ‘So19qeIq
02 €540 T2 1'ee €61 6'€C 6¢C vl L€e 002 ‘eluownaud
L0 a2 ob o /1 €01 0°sT ST S61 #00¢ ‘M[eMoN SAIV/AIH
34 £0T €540 22 0€l (VAN 12 681 002 ‘dp1oIng
9'€ 86 25408 92 S €8y 002 f[eHO paje|aJ-uiieddty
8C 9'G 8y 10§ v'se S 0°'Sh 00 “@pIdIwoy
08 8yl €540 €2 vl 61 612 002 “HOIN Aunluj B|21YA J0IOIN
€12 €510 12 8'8e e %002 “MON 490ue) Isealq djewa4
b 6'2S €540/ (574 6 L T°€0T 00z “faieHoly Jadue) bun
9'851T 9'¥81 €540 21 vvee JA 6 9°80€ #00¢ ‘Aujeyiop 1due)
§'/TC €sjo et L'v82 43 [I] VZ72%3 002 Mijerioly dseasiq HeaH
0108 €540 T (114 43 €82€'T 002 ‘fujeriol |[e4an0
01 3% €€ 40 --- S00Z d2UdPIdUJ SISOIN2IBGNL
061 9'S11 T 40 --- 500z ‘@2udpIdu| eayiouon
x4 T 40 --- S00g ‘@2uapiou| eipAwely)

0°¢ 0€40 --- G500z “@dudpdu] siIydis S8d

€1 St 40 --- S00g ‘@2udpidu] Saly

8€140 --- S00¢ ‘@2uapioul AIH
9k 40 --- §00g ‘@2ud[erdid SAIVY
0t 40 --- S00z ‘@2udjerdid AIH
qUdIdd  y3uddiRd pluey AuId 1 Pd/21ey 1'Pd/21eY 1Pd/a1ey 1Pd/aey 1 Pd/21ey Pluey  Juddldd  pluey  uddIdd #101e21pU| Y3jedH

/ey /1.y /ey oluedsiH uoljeuIquwod Quoje gHN uoleuIquod duoje MHN /ey /ey
|eon SN ul 1o duoje gHN ul 1o duoje M\HN dlen dlew?
0102 1837 leloL fuyyz/eoey 13puay

*OIN ‘sInoT 1S

01 €1 40 --- £00Z “MOWS Oy SIayI0
€540 €S g€ €11 S0T r1 €002 ‘0¢ 36Y 43pun s1ay10
0's €540 0§ 99 8’ 10T 6’ £00Z ‘WBRMYLIG MO
Sy 540 T 95 £002 “fAi[eHioly jueul
€540 25 9y 74 785 '89 T 1§37 £002 ‘Auiniag
09 €510 6€ 91e S0/ (372 £0¢ S0C [ 961 3 Tic 7002 ‘Sa1qelq
€510 05 6T 0T ST s 06 £ £ 00 ‘eluownaug
L0 0% 40 /2 8L TL VL Y £€1 00 ‘AUIEHOI SAIV/AIH
8y €510 92 zel £€1 €1 62 €81 002 ‘opIoInS
o€ 2540 8 69 6' 19 Iy 81T 002 “SHIEHON paje|ai-uneaity
8C 81 10 vy [ 89 002 “apiIIoH
08 £5 10 61 89 09 79 Ly V6 00 “MOW Ainful 3197 10301
£1e €540 v £€e zee s€e b £€e --- $00Z “MoJ 490ue) Iseaig djewad
eep €540 b 89y 9'99 0'0Z z6b 861 sg 0'6€ Sb 98§ 002 ‘ifepioly Jaoue) 6un
9'85T £540 2t 9°08T 8vee 9'LbT v'I8T 8'€81 st THST Iy r1ee 00 “Aujemopy Jaoue)
€510 25 I z02e 9'€ee eI TST 23 [ ra] 6b £5¢C 00 Tai[eHo[ 95e951q HesH
€540 05 S62L 2°005 1086 9'Lb0°'T s'zeL 5L 15 T6LS 8y v1g6 00 ‘AUIEHON [[e49A0
€£40 €T 80T TLE 0y 6 rST S00Z 20U3pIdU] SISON2IBGNY
Ti7 40 --- _—— - _—— - - - - - - - <002 .mu:vv.u:_ eay.iouon

Tt 40 ---

0£40 -~
Sb 40 LT 562 €8y 6'sS Ve 5§82 €1 €25 S00¢ ‘@2UapidUY| SAIY
8€ 40 T 81 rss Sb9 6'82 Tog 8 €45 5002 “@2uapiou] AIH
9 40 €1 019V 0'1Z8 £20L 9’818 6'S9p z'ssy 92 869 o1 bS8 500 ‘33uajerdid SalY
0Ob 40 €1 8'68€ 8885 Z819 v'S1L £16€ SL0b 8z Tv9 8 L 5002 92u3[endid AH
JRICLICH IR ICLICK | pluey JRIERYCY 1Pd/ey 1Pd/ey 1'Pd/aey 1'Pd/rey 1Pd/rey pluey  gusdied  pjuey  usdsRd #¥101221pU] Y3EdH

/a1ey /a1ey /a1ey Jluedsiy uoleUIqWOd auole gHN uoleUIqWIOD auoje MHN /a1ey /a1ey
|eon SN ul 10 duoje gHN ul 40 suoje HN EJEN aleway
0102 4294 jeroL fyo1uy1a/eoey Japusn

__________________________________________________________amuuas

14 @ BiG CITIES HEALTH INVENTORY 2007




*S80BJ 9J0W 10 BUO UlIM UOIRUIqUIOD Ul 8.4 Jey) Jo Bulaq 4o aded jeyl Jo Ajuo Huisq pajesipul jeyy uonendod syl syussaidal uoeuIquoy) /auolyF eded 1ey) Jo Ajuo Guiaq paiedipul 1eyl uonendod ayy syuasaldal auo|y§ ‘@roqe paiynads dnoib (HN) d1uedsiH-uon ayj 404

‘pi-GT 96e uswom 0Q‘T 4od a1es Ayl

) ‘sajewa} 00000T 4ad d1ed A}ijeliow Jadued

1sealq ajewa4 'saunbiy 00z Nealng snsua) "S’n uo paseq ‘uoneindod 000‘00T 4od pJepueis 8y} se 0OQOZ 4eaAk Buisn pajsnlpe-abe sajes Aijerow syuiq 9l 00T 4od @1es A}1jelIow JuBUT "SUMI] [|B O Juddtad aJe SI01edIpul A}I[RJRU pUR SB]eJ e S10}edipul A}jeriow pue A}pIGUON L
*9]qe[IBAR 10U BJEP IO (g URY] SS| SI UOIIR|ND[ED JuadIad JO 9)eJ Ul Pasn B1ep JOJRIBWNN ,---,
JuadJad /9184 158YB1Y 03 SpUOdsaLI0d T Qg UeY} J21eaJb SI uoije|ndjed Juadiad Jo 91eJ Ul Pasn ejep JOJRJaWNU PUB B|qe|ieAR 1. 1P UDIYM 40} SBILD JO Yuey f

fiepuodag pue Alewlid 10) e1ep [9A3]-A11D BlUB|1Y JO Pea)jsul pasn alam elep Aluno) uol|n4 ‘elydipn pue ‘obaiqg ues ‘ojusweldes ‘puefliod

0|N2JagNL pue eipAwely) ‘eaiouoy ‘sijiydAis

odeuelpu] ‘njnjouoH ‘ousa.l ‘sbulidg opelojo) ‘enbianbng|y :6uimoj|o} sy 10} elep |9A3]-A110 JO pesisul pasn aJom elep Apiglow >.E:ou ®

*S31110 pap020ab SnsIaA paliodad Jo suonell

| UO SD}0U [BDIUYIR)} DS ¥

0’1 £0T €1 40 0€ 6 (A2 L8 €002 ‘»ows oYM SIYIoN
€01 €540 61 g€l SLT TSt €002 ‘0¢ 26Y 43pupn siaylo
0's 6L €540 8¢ LL L 81l €002 WBRMyLIg MO
Sy 8'9 2540 i =34 - €002 ‘feHol Jueyu)
199 €540 ¢ 0°8€T 6'926 8've £'€8 €002 ‘M4
091 Ve €50 € €le S20T 86T 8¢ V3 700z ‘So19qeIq
02 €540 €2 [ 4 6'cC (114 L2 002 ‘eluownaud
L0 124 0F 40 --- 002 “fAujerioN SAIV/AIH
34 £0T €540 ST SpT WA 01 002 ‘dp1oIng
9 86 2540 ST 981 91 L1 002 ‘f[eHO pate|as-wiieadly
8 9's 8110 Gg 6Tl T8 0€ 700¢ OpIIWoH
08 8L €540 02 €y €l 6 Lz 002 “HOIN Aunluj B|21YA J0IOIN
€12 €510 Ty 0've 981 17 %002 “MON 490ue) Isealq djewa4
€€y 62S €540 /2 209 129 8¢ ve 00z “faieHoly Jadue) bun
9'8ST 981 €540 €1 9061 8581 9 [ 002 “fjeMo 420ue)
S/Te €540 Te 9°€9¢ 61 61 700g Tijerio 9Sessiq MedH
0°108 €540 0€ 8¢ 6¢C 002 ‘fujeriol |[e4an0
0T 34 €€40 --- S002 d2U3pIdU] SISONIdNL
061 9'S11 T 40 --- 500z ‘@2udpIdu| eayiouon
x4 T 40 --- S00g ‘@2uapiou| eipAwely)

0°¢ 0€40 --- G500z “@dudpdu] siIydis S8d

€1 St 40 --- S00g ‘@2udpidu] Saly

8€140 --- S00¢ ‘@2uapioul AIH
9k 40 --- §00g ‘@2ud[erdid SAIVY
0t 40 --- S00z ‘@2udjerdid AIH
qUdIdd  y3uddiRd pluey 4uddIdd 1 Pd/21ey 1'Pd/21eY 1Pd/a1ey 1Pd/aey 1 Pd/21ey Pluey  JuddIRd  puey  JUddIRd #101e21pU| Y3jedH

/ey /1.y /ey oluedsiH uoljeuIquwod Quoje gHN uoleuIquod duoje MHN /ey /ey
|eon SN ul 1o duoje gHN ul 1o duoje M\HN dlen dlew?
0102 1837 leloL fuyyz/eoey 19puap

I —- LT

01 201 €140 4T 1T 7’01 2% £00Z ‘IOWS Oy SIYI0|
€01 €540 /T 6T A 7’0z 7’01 £002 ‘0¢ 36y J3pun s1ay1o
0's 6L €510 62 €8 s vl L £00Z WBRMyLIG MOT
Sy 8'9 75409 T2t 0'6€ 59 £002 “M[eHo jueu|
€540 8¢ TS 9'82 ['65T 9'892 08§ 9'65 £002 ‘fAiag
09 €510/ Zop 819 Tve [R%3 € T6E 1T vy 00z ‘So1aqeIq
€502 T 61 (244 o b vog 1 985 00 ‘eluownaug
0 0 40 9¢ €5 002 “fHIBHOW SQIV/AIH
8h €540¢ 0’5z Uaal T 9'1g z XAl € r6€ 00z ‘3p1oing
o€ 75107 £he 6'€2 T'Te vz 9 Sy 002 “SHIBHO pajejai-wieally
8C 8 10 ST 091 [Te €01 S0t 1 7'se 7002 “apIILIOH
08 €540¢ T€e e e zee z ST L z6C 002 “MOW Ainful S[1YIA 1030
£1e €510 Iy ey Sy v [Ty --- 100Z “Hol 490ue) Iseaig djewdd
eep €5402 568 0€s 8'€0T 80T > 969 z £/11 00€ ‘N[eMop aoue) bun
9'86T g5)0¢ T'TIE 8'55¢ TViE :¥%43 5333 v'9gg £ 0'€se € £86€ 002 ‘Aujemo}y 43oue)
€509 g0vE vele 762 7°90¢ §65€ 0°€9€ 9 6092 9 01SY 002 TH[EHO} 95e351q HeaH
€540¢ 7'86€°T £'89T°T TL0b'T 64811 syt 89T > STI'T € €LYLT 002 ‘AH[EMON [[e19A0

€€ 10 --- _—— - _—— - - - _—— _—— _—— _—— G00g 22uap1du| sIsojn2_qNL

Ti7 40 --- —_—— -—— —-—— -—— -—— -—— —-—— —-—— —_—— —_—— S00¢C nmU:w—u_U:_ eaysiouon

Tt 40 --- S00¢ ‘@2uapiou| eipAuwely)

0£40 -~ S00¢ “2oUapnU[ SIIYAAS SBd

Sb 40 0E 9T T szt 621 o€ 6'€2 5002 ‘@2U3pIdu| SAIY

8€ 40 82 8T 0°LT VLT 8z £L2 5002 ‘20u3p1dU| AIH

9 40 €€ Tb8T £0vT 6'29¢ 6T 6'861 v'v0z €€ T6€ 2> T's€e 500z ‘3uajerdid Saly

ov 40 22 61 8'821 8L0b 8'h9p 0€Te 8812 62 0'8s vz 0'9g€ 5002 ‘@2uajenaid AIH

JRICLICH IR ICLICK | pluey JRIERYCY 1Pd/ey 1Pd/ey 1'Pd/aey 1'Pd/rey 1Pd/rey pluey  gusdied  pjuey  usdsRd #¥101221pU] Y3EdH

/a1ey /a1ey /a1ey Jluedsiy uoleUIqWOd auole gHN uoleUIqWIOD auoje MHN /a1ey /a1ey
|eon SN ul 10 duoje gHN ul 40 suoje HN EJEN aleway
0102 4294 oL fyo1uy1a/eoey Japusn

I — T

[15

BIG CITIES HEALTH INVENTORY 2007 @



*S80BJ 9J0W 10 BUO UlIM UOIRUIqUIOD Ul 8.4 Jey) Jo Bulaq 4o aded jeyl Jo Ajuo Huisq pajesipul jeyy uonendod syl syussaidal uoeuIquoy) /auolyF eded 1ey) Jo Ajuo Guiaq paiedipul 1eyl uonendod ayy syuasaldal auo|y§ ‘@roqe paiynads dnoib (HN) d1uedsiH-uon ayj 404
"p-GT 96 uswom 00Q‘T 4ad a1es |3y ‘sajews) 000‘00T 4od d1ed A
1sealq ajewa4 'saunbiy 00z Nealng snsua) "S’n uo paseq ‘uoneindod 000‘00T 4od pJepueis 8y} se 0OQOZ 4eaAk Buisn pajsnlpe-abe sajes Aijerow syuiq 9l 00T 4od @1es A}1jelIow JuBUT "SUMI] [|B O Juddtad aJe SI01edIpul A}I[RJRU pUR SB]eJ e S10}edipul A}jeriow pue A}pIGUON L
*8]qe|ieA. 10U B1BP 10 Qg UBY] SS3] SI UOIR|ND|eD Juadiad J0 d1eJ Ul Pasn elep JOJeJBWNN ,---,
JuadJad/alel 1s8ybiy 0] spuodsa.lod T ‘0g UeY) Ja1eaJb SI uoiiendjed Juadiad Jo ajel Ul pasn Blep JOJelawnu pue 3|qe|IeAR 8 BIEP UDIYM J0j SBIID JO yuey f
's1S0|n2JagnL pue eIpAwe|y) ‘eaiouoy ‘sijiydis
odeuelpu] ‘njnjouoH ‘ousal ‘sbulidg opelojo) ‘enbianbng|y :6uimoj|o} 8y 40} elep [9A3]-A110 JO pealsul pasn aJam ejep Apigiow Aluno) %
*S31110 PaP020a6 SNSIdA paliodal JO SUOIIRIILI| UO SS10U [BDIUYID) DS «

fiepuodag pue Alewlid 10) e1ep [9A3]-A11D BlUB|1Y JO Pea)jsul pasn alam elep Aluno) uol|n4 ‘elydipn pue ‘obaiqg ues ‘ojusweldes ‘puefliod

0’1 £0T € 40 b€ re 6'S €002 ‘»ows oYM SIYIoN
€01 €540 1€ vIL €91 €002 ‘0¢ 26Y 43pupn siaylo
0's 6L €540 01 60T g€l 9 €002 WBRMyLIg MO
34 89 254001 S0T LT €002 ‘feHol Jueyu)
199 €5 40 61 0°€S ¥'6S S0b €002 “fnneg
09 v've €5)08 8°6€ €€S 0% 991 9 6 §'S 700z ‘So19qeIq
02 €540 2p 291 86T 002 £ 47 €61 002 ‘eluownaud
L0 a2 oviop 0 9 9'59 € 12 €48 #00¢ ‘M[eMoN SAIV/AIH
34 £0T €540 1S 9's 4] L6 002 ‘dp1oIng
9'€ 86 25408 €22 €T 1%44 L 9y 002 f[eHO paje|aJ-uiieddty
8 9's 8y 101 L'l T0S T0S v v1s 700¢ OpIIWoH
08 8yl €510 v rL 8 8'8 --- --- o G€L 002 “HOIN Aunluj B|21YA J0IOIN
€12 €5402¢ T2 T62 9'62 S'/e 182 43 T2 %002 “MON 490ue) Isealq djewa4
b 6'2S €540 8¢ 90§ 0°6S £6S 98¢ 6 £ 8ve ve 6€L 00z “faieHoly Jadue) bun
9'851T 9'¥81 €540 €€ 9'502 T2 (44 €481 9'091 9€ §/91 8¢ £89¢ #00¢ ‘Aujeyiop 1due)
§'/TC €510 T rele §'62€ g'eee 9'8/1 6181 €1 9'vee 91 9°8vE 002 Mijerioly dseasiq HeaH
0108 €540 172 7'996 0961 6'9LT'T 8'€6T'T ¥'v59 1699 6¢C 60LL 81 [ 74 002 ‘fujeriol |[e4an0
01 3% €€ 40 --- S00Z d2UdPIdUJ SISOIN2IBGNL
061 9'S11 W06 T'SE 68t o€l 1137 oY STy 43 6°65€ s TETY 500z ‘@2udpIdu| eayiouon
S2EE Tk 40 ST £€h9 0'62L 0°€eh S0E §'9¢ rLg €1 G"€86 J44 2Ese S00g ‘@2uapiou| eipAwely)

0°¢ 0€J0§ 661 761 61 T€e 6'€C S T8¢ 500¢ @2udpdu] sjiydis s3d

€1 S 402 Ceet 611 €681 9261 z6e 20g 4 6°€8 4 9881 S00g ‘@2udpidu] Saly

8€10 --- S00¢ ‘@2uapioul AIH
9rioe 2'S10C 6'L8T'T v'6L5C 6'v29'c €202'T 9'eveT 4 9256 4 T'92e'c §00g ‘@2ud[erdid SAIVY
ov401 9'156'C 8LL1C 6892t THEY #'9€9 8'£59 T §°2S6'T 1 vrL0'Y 500z ‘@2udjendid AIH
qUdIdd  y3uddiRd pluey AuId 1 Pd/21ey 1'Pd/21eY 1Pd/a1ey 1Pd/aey 1 Pd/21ey Pluey  Juddldd  pluey  uddIdd #101e21pU| Y3jedH

/ey /1.y /ey oluedsiH uoljeuIquwod Quoje gHN uoleuIquod duoje MHN /ey /ey
|eon SN ul 1o duoje gHN ul 1o duoje M\HN dlen dlew?
0102 1837 leloL fuyyz/eoey 13puay

£J0d “NOLONIHSY\

0'T € 40 b 59 v 0'8 €002 ‘Bows oYM SIYlop
€540 91 8L S0T vEL 9 €002 ‘0z 26Y 49pun siayiop
0's €6 40 6€ 9L 6L 60T 9'9 €002 WB1MYUIg MO
34 25402€ 9 9 £00¢ ‘njerop ueyu)
€510 T 0°€9 T68 979 £'99 8'6S ¢19 €002 ‘“Anneg
09 €510 6 (A3 6'L1 08T € 6t €72C #00¢ sa19qelq
€540 ST 6'Se 0°Le (44 91 43 0'S€ 002 ‘eluownaug
L0 0F 40 --- 002 ‘Aujero SAIV/AIH
34 €540 g 8CL ST L1 JA 9'1C #00¢ ‘@pidIng
9 2510 O S0T 9'01 801 6€ 7'81T #7002 ‘AUEHO paje|al-wieddly
8 8 10 GF (&% 7002 “opIdIWoH
08 €510 vy reL (14 L 9% 00T %002 “HOWN Ainluj S[DIY3A 010N
€12 €540 8¢ 9ve zee v'ee 8¢ 9ve 002 “MO|N 430uE) Isealq djewsy
€eh €540 0T €L 9'€9 L'v9 89/ €L 43 195 S T'S0T 002 ‘faiferop Jadue) bun
9'85T €540 €2 8'STe 1892 TeLe SEle 0'STe X4 8.1 81 v'162 002 “fjeHoly s20ue)
€510 GE 8'92¢ 9'682 6'€62 20ce 8'Tee ve 6081 3 €720€ 7002 Tijerioy 9sessiq MesH
€540 6 2888 'S8 L2021 §'82e'T 2198 £898 53 029, 9€ €90T'T 002 ‘fujeMol |[e42n0
€€ 10 --- -— -_— -_— -_— -_— -_— -_— -_— -_— -_— G00¢ 22uapIdu| sisojndRqNL
T 40 9¢ LTI S06€ 9'601 v'ie 18¢ €€ v9TL ve 6'901T S00¢ ‘2uapidu| B3Y4i0u0y
T 40 OF 6°€LE §'60€ 2886 8'9£0°'T 9°'SST 8'6ST 43 0°€es [43 8'12e
0€ 40 ---
G 40 --- S002 ‘@2udpidu| SaIy
8€ 40 b€ v'6 §'92 8'/C [ vzt §00g “2u3p1dul AIH
9k 10 Tf 696 [¥+:r4 0892 ¥'8S 6'6S 0€ TS 44 SEVT S00¢ ‘2udjeAdld saly
0t 40 2€ [a74¢ T'SET £8hE #'59¢ 929 769 9 §°/9 €€ 281 5002 ‘@2udjerdid AIH
AUdIdd  y3uddiRd pluey PRUCREY] 1Pd/21ey 1'Pd/21eY 1Pd/a1ey 1Pd/aey 1Pd/21ey Pluey  Juddldd  pluey  uddIdd #101e21pU| Y3jedH
/ey /ey /a1y oluedsiH uoljeuIquwod Quoje gHN uoljeuIqwod auoje MHN /ey /ey
|eon SN ul 1o duoje gHN ul 1o duoje M\HN dlen dlewa
0102 1837 le3oL fuyyz/eoey 13puay

YA ‘HOV3g VINIDYIA

16 @ BIG CITIES HEALTH INVENTORY 2007




*S80BJ 9J0W 10 BUO UlIM UOIRUIqUIOD Ul 8.4 Jey) Jo Bulaq 4o aded jeyl Jo Ajuo Huisq pajesipul jeyy uonendod syl syussaidal uoeuIquoy) /auolyF eded 1ey) Jo Ajuo Guiaq paiedipul 1eyl uonendod ayy syuasaldal auo|y§ ‘@roqe paiynads dnoib (HN) d1uedsiH-uon ayj 404
“pi-GT 868 uswom 0QQ‘T 4ad 81eu A8y ‘sejewa) 000‘00T 4od a1es Ajljeriow Jadued

000°T Jad a1e4 Alje1IowW JuBUT "SYLIIQ [e JO Juadiad ale Si0ledipul Alljeleu pue s8]el ale SI0]edipul Alijeliow pue ALIPIGION 4

*8]qe|ieA. 10U B1BP 10 Qg UBY] SS3] SI UOIR|ND|eD Juadiad J0 d1eJ Ul Pasn elep JOJeJBWNN ,---,

JuadJad/alel 1s8ybiy 0] spuodsa.lod T ‘0g UeY) Ja1eaJb SI uoiiendjed Juadiad Jo ajel Ul pasn Blep JOJelawnu pue 3|qe|IeAR 8 BIEP UDIYM J0j SBIID JO yuey f
's1S0|n2JagnL pue eIpAwe|y) ‘eaiouoy ‘sijiydis

fiepuodag pue Alewlid o) el1ep [9A3]-A110 BIUR|1Y JO pea)sul pasn alam elep Aluno) uoljn4 ‘elydIpn pue ‘obaiQg ues ‘ojusweldes ‘puefliod ‘sijiodeueipur ‘ninjouoH ‘ousald ‘sbulidg opelojo) ‘@nbisnbng|y :6uimo||o) Byl 1o} elep [9AS|-A11D JO pealsul pasn alam ejep Alpigiow Auno)d &

*S31110 PaP020a6 SNSIdA paliodal JO SUOIIRIILI| UO SS10U [BDIUYID) DS «

1sealq 9jewa4 'saunbiy 000z Nealng snsua) 'S uo paseq ‘uonendod 00O‘00T 42d piepuels ayy se 0OOZ JeaA Buisn paysnipe-abe sajes A}ijeliow SyuIq o.

01 £0T €v108 L1 €€ £'ST 181 €002 ‘oW oYM SIAYIoN
€01 €540 /2 2zt §'ST €81 §'0T €002 ‘0z 26V 43pun siaylo
0's 6L €540 62 €8 0L L€T Sz €002 ‘WB1RIMYyLIg MO
Sy 89 TS 10 b€ €9 6 €002 “jeriop e
199 €540 pT 618 6651 688 7'€6 v'SL TLiL £002 ‘a4
091 Ve €540 2e §0€ v'Se 9'Se €C €le [13 53 700z ‘So19qeIq
02 €540 8y T'sT 8'ST 6'ST L€ €y (37 6.1 #00¢ ‘eluownaud
L0 1747 0 40 --- - 002 “fAujerio SAIV/AIH

8y 0T €510 0T ¢St --- - - 91 9t --- --- [4) 9'S¢ 002 ‘ap!

--- --- S
o€ 86 7540 b€ a1 [ 92§ 6 z6 £ £2C 002 “SHIBHO pajejai-wieally
8C 9G 81 10 9¢ 78 133 (41 7002 “apIILIOH
08 YAl €540 T2 (2% £'sT 09T 74 86T 002 “MOW Ainful S[1YIA 1030
£1e €540 €1 A s0¢g £0g €1 ziE --- $00Z “Hol 490ue) Iseaig djewdd
eep 6'2S €5402T 6L 918 598 0vL L 61 v'es 6 £00T 00€ ‘N[eMop aoue) bun
9'85T 981 £540 12 6’122 5612 1082 £98¢ 0°Tee 0€ee 8T €481 £z 6402 00 “Ajemio} J3oue)
S/1C €510V 0Z2c S8YE §95€ £ce 7see 133 TZ9T 1€ TOTE 002 TH[EHO} 95e351q HeaH
0108 €540 92 5056 186 7062°T 6'625'T 26 1556 2 0'86£ Vi PHOT'T 002 ‘AH[EMON [[e19A0
0T 8h €£402¢ vy S00Z 22U3PIDU] SISON2IBANL
06T 9'STI b 40 0E 6vh1 2701 9'6bL €218 sve £se sz 161 £ 69 S00Z ‘22U3pIoU| B3Y110U0Y
Y433 Tk 0 € 9vey 2’819 S'192'T 6'99€'T 2'85T 6191 0g h99 9¢ 9641 5002 ‘20uapiou| eipfwely)
20 0 0£40 --- S00¢ “2oUapnU[ SIIYAAS SBd
€1 Sb 40 --- 5002 ‘@2U3pIdu| SAIY
8€ 40 --- S00¢ ‘2u3piUu| AH
9 40 --- 500z ‘3uajerdid Saly
040 --- 5002 ‘@3udjendid AIH

JRICLICH IR ICLICK | pluey JRIERYCY 1Pd/ey 1Pd/ey 1'Pd/aey 1'Pd/rey 1Pd/rey pluey  gusdied  pjuey  usdsRd #¥101221pU] Y3EdH

/a1ey /a1ey /a1ey Jluedsiy uoleUIqWOd auole gHN uoleUIqWIOD auoje MHN /a1ey /a1ey
|eon SN ul 10 duoje gHN ul 40 suoje HN EJEN aleway

0102 4294 oL fyo1uy1a/eoey Japusn

% (ALNNOD YDIMDAIS) S) “VLIHIIM

117

BIG CITIES HEALTH INVENTORY 2007 @







Section 5







TaBLE 5.1: PERCENT FOREIGN BORN*, 2000

Percent
NH White  NH White Alone/ NH Black  NH Black Alone/
City Alone$ Combinationf Alone$ Combination£ Hispanic Total
Albuquerque, NM 3.1 3.2 2.8 3.1 14.2 8.9
Arlington, TX 2.6 3.0 7.4 7.6 42.2 15.3
Atlanta, GA 4.2 4.4 1.6 1.8 62.1 6.6
Austin, TX 3.6 3.8 3.2 3.5 35.0 16.6
Baltimore, MD 4.2 4.3 2.0 2.2 40.6 4.6
Boston, MA 11.6 12.4 24.1 26.4 42.9 25.8
Charlotte, NC 3.7 4.0 3.1 3.3 70.1 11.0
Chicago, IL 17.0 17.8 1.6 1.8 45.6 21.7
Cincinnati, OH 2.6 2.7 1.4 1.5 37.8 3.8
Cleveland, OH 5.3 5.5 0.7 0.8 10.0 4.5
El Paso County, CO 34 3.5 3.6 3.8 16.3 7.0
Columbus, OH 2.1 2.4 4.2 5.5 36.8 6.7
Dallas, TX 4.6 5.0 3.2 3.5 54.9 24.4
Denver, CO 4.8 5.2 4.4 5.0 38.1 174
Detroit, Ml 10.5 12.4 0.8 0.8 37.0 4.8
El Paso, TX 7.0 7.3 3.9 4.1 31.0 26.1
Fort Worth, TX 2.5 2.8 1.4 1.5 42.6 16.3
Fresno, CA 4.1 4.6 2.8 3.0 28.3 20.3
Honolulu, HI 8.8 7.4 6.2 7.1 12.6 25.3
Houston, TX 6.7 7.4 3.7 4.0 50.2 26.4
Indianapolis, IN 1.6 1.7 1.5 1.6 52.2 4.6
Jacksonville, FL 3.1 3.4 2.1 2.3 26.7 5.9
Kansas City, MO 1.7 1.9 1.6 2.0 37.3 5.8
Las Vegas, NV 5.0 5.2 2.1 2.6 52.2 18.9
Long Beach, CA 6.2 6.7 2.6 2.7 48.8 28.6
Los Angeles, CA 19.9 21.3 5.8 6.3 56.2 40.9
Louisville, KY 1.9 2.2 1.0 1.2 55.4 3.8
Memphis, TN 2.0 2.2 0.5 0.6 60.0 4.0
Mesa, AZ 2.7 2.8 4.2 4.4 39.5 11.2
Miami, FL 16.2 17.0 20.4 23.8 78.8 59.5
Milwaukee, WI 3.3 34 0.9 0.9 32.9 7.7
Minneapolis, MN 3.0 3.2 16.0 17.3 59.6 14.5
Nashville-Davidson, TN 2.4 3.0 2.3 2.6 58.7 7.1
New Orleans, LA 3.1 3.4 0.5 0.6 47.4 4.2
New York, NY 23.2 24.0 28.3 29.4 41.2 35.9
Oakland, CA 8.7 9.2 2.7 3.2 55.9 26.6
Oklahoma City, OK 1.2 1.4 1.6 1.8 45.1 8.5
Omaha, NB 1.5 1.6 2.6 2.6 47.1 6.6
Philadelphia, PA 7.1 7.4 3.1 34 12.7 2.0
Phoenix, AZ 4.2 4.5 4.3 4.7 44.8 19.5
Pittsburgh, PA 4.1 4.3 1.2 1.3 27.0 5.6
Portland, OR 5.5 5.8 6.0 6.6 47.4 13.0
Sacramento, CA 6.2 6.5 2.0 2.2 31.2 20.3
San Antonio, TX 34 3.7 2.2 2.5 15.6 11.7
San Diego, CA 8.2 8.7 6.4 7.8 43.4 25.7
San Francisco, CA 14.9 15.3 3.8 4.1 53.1 36.8
San Jose, CA 10.2 11.1 13.7 13.8 41.9 36.9
Seattle, WA 5.9 6.0 12.1 13.2 40.0 16.9
St. Louis, MO 5.9 6.3 0.9 1.1 38.1 5.6
Tucson, AZ 3.6 3.8 4.9 4.8 28.4 14.3
Tulsa, OK 1.7 1.8 1.8 1.8 50.5 6.5
Virginia Beach, VA 2.8 2.9 2.5 2.6 19.0 6.6
Washington, DC 10.3 10.8 4.2 4.6 64.2 12.9

Source: 2000 Census Summary File 4 (SF4) sample data, total population
* Defined by the Census Bureau as anyone who is not born a U.S. citizen.
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TABLE 5.2: CHILDHOOD POVERTY; 2000

Poverty
NH White  NH White Alone/  NH Black  NH Black Alone/
City Alone$ Combinationf Alone$ Combination£ Hispanic Total
Albuquerque, NM 2,357 2,683 567 751 9,186 13,652
Arlington, TX 1,994 2,257 2,160 2,361 3,552 8,671
Atlanta, GA 476 593 24,205 24,448 789 26,025
Austin, TX 1,805 2,097 3,245 3,460 12,112 18,008
Baltimore, MD 2,879 3,451 29,793 30,274 480 34,391
Boston, MA 2,381 2,586 7,882 8,380 7,546 20,520
Charlotte, NC 2,233 2,447 8,980 9,194 2,030 13,819
Chicago, IL 6,544 8,073 90,823 91,644 46,970 150,448
Cincinnati, OH 3,087 3,498 15,075 15,479 317 19,163
Cleveland, OH 6,069 6,793 26,493 27,120 3,891 37,587
El Paso County, CO 3,422 3,734 1,221 1,507 2,319 7,674
Columbus, OH 7,416 8,312 12,915 14,303 781 23,592
Dallas, TX 3,272 3,765 20,281 20,742 31,699 56,994
Denver, CO 1,818 2,138 3,114 3,348 11,442 17,347
Detroit, MI 3,585 5,322 62,405 63,652 3,866 72,967
El Paso, TX 1,440 1,588 539 647 33,273 35,610
Fort Worth, TX 2,838 3,166 8,004 8,243 11,534 23,410
Fresno, CA 3,240 3,665 4,016 4,298 19,966 35,901
Honolulu, HI 298 1,493 50 314 875 7,237
Houston, TX 4,598 5,385 33,947 34,657 58,453 100,937
Indianapolis, IN 7,815 8,487 12,852 13,512 1,438 23,427
Jacksonville, FL 6,200 6,880 14,391 14,917 1,187 23,087
Kansas City, MO 3,214 3,629 10,423 10,894 1,890 16,340
Las Vegas, NV 3,335 3,791 3,576 3,913 6,606 14,498
Long Beach, CA 1,647 1,990 6,396 6,755 18,557 31,195
Los Angeles, CA 11,811 14,600 27,777 29,146 160,636 212,547
Louisville, KY 3,607 4,049 10,154 10,584 271 14,822
Memphis, TN 2,236 2,638 35,827 36,198 976 40,055
Mesa, AZ 3,037 3,193 384 502 4,753 8,795
Miami, FL 1,671 1,771 8,043 8,563 9,469 19,982
Milwaukee, WI 2,726 3,457 26,456 27,262 6,709 38,428
Minneapolis, MN 1,419 2,064 6,685 7,709 1,723 14,282
Nashville-Davidson, TN 3,728 4,353 10,586 11,025 1,886 17,425
New Orleans, LA 681 791 33,398 33,601 585 35,580
New York, NY 51,932 58,007 124,632 129,684 177,620 397,499
Oakland, CA 478 841 9,274 9,534 5,782 19,275
Oklahoma City, OK 6,091 7,089 7,447 8,269 5,367 21,822
Omaha, NB 3,163 3,579 5,345 5,777 1,767 11,258
Philadelphia, PA 10,362 11,295 49,292 50,245 17,043 81,977
Phoenix, AZ 8,641 9,511 4,237 4,896 43,317 59,552
Pittsburgh, PA 3,106 3,499 9,303 9,721 252 13,364
Portland, OR 5,630 6,474 2,404 2,961 2,462 12,680
Sacramento, CA 3,644 4,508 5,393 6,119 6,904 22,853
San Antonio, TX 3,842 4,435 4,435 4,843 47,312 56,705
San Diego, CA 4,116 5,173 5,197 6,264 26,382 41,528
San Francisco, CA 813 1,115 3,043 3,250 2,728 10,071
San Jose, CA 1,755 2,047 596 677 10,462 16,746
Seattle, WA 1,670 2,127 2,339 2,939 1,406 8,203
St. Louis, MO 2,541 3,164 19,045 19,570 485 23,171
Tucson, AZ 4,372 4,639 930 1,129 14,552 21,113
Tulsa, OK 4,182 5,073 6,241 6,987 2,303 14,895
Virginia Beach, VA 2,690 3,055 3,018 3,315 677 7,086
Washington, DC 319 476 22,729 22,989 2,099 25,864
Wichita, KS 3,257 3,815 2,878 3,298 2,524 9,885

Source: 2000 Census Summary File 4 (SF4) sample data, persons under 12 years for whom poverty status is known.
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TABLE 5.3: PERCENT BELOW 200% POVERTY LEVEL, 2000

Percent
NH White  NH White Alone/  NH Black  NH Black Alone/
City Alone$ Combinationf Alone$ Combination£ Hispanic Total
Albuquerque, NM 20.9 21.4 38.6 39.4 43.8 32.2
Arlington, TX 15.5 16.0 32.8 33.5 48.5 25.2
Atlanta, GA 15.9 16.4 57.1 57.2 55.7 43.9
Austin, TX 19.6 20.0 42.2 42.1 48.7 31.7
Baltimore, MD 30.2 30.7 51.0 51.0 42.7 44.4
Boston, MA 25.4 25.7 44.4 44.0 55.4 37.2
Charlotte, NC 12.9 13.3 39.0 39.2 49.3 24.9
Chicago, IL 19.9 20.7 50.8 50.6 48.8 39.7
Cincinnati, OH 28.1 28.5 57.5 57.4 52.4 41.7
Cleveland, OH 37.0 37.5 59.5 59.4 59.4 50.4
El Paso County, CO 19.1 19.5 37.0 37.2 39.9 23.3
Columbus, OH 25.1 25.6 45.6 46.2 47.2 31.7
Dallas, TX 17.0 17.4 48.5 48.5 60.4 41.2
Denver, CO 19.4 19.9 41.6 41.2 52.2 33.3
Detroit, Ml 42.6 44.6 48.6 48.7 55.4 48.5
El Paso, TX 22.1 22.6 33.9 35.0 55.4 48.2
Fort Worth, TX 22.2 22.5 51.0 50.8 56.5 38.7
Fresno, CA 27.6 28.3 62.3 61.7 64.9 51.0
Honolulu, HI 22.2 23.7 32.7 36.3 37.3 26.4
Houston, TX 17.1 17.7 50.3 50.2 60.1 42.8
Indianapolis, IN 21.5 21.8 44.5 44.5 50.0 28.8
Jacksonville, FL 21.6 21.9 46.5 46.5 37.1 29.7
Kansas City, MO 21.1 21.6 48.8 48.9 48.8 32.5
Las Vegas, NV 19.2 19.6 46.5 45.8 48.7 29.4
Long Beach, CA 21.5 22.3 52.2 52.0 64.1 45.6
Los Angeles, CA 22.4 234 48.6 48.1 63.6 46.4
Louisville, KY 315 31.9 61.2 61.2 58.0 42.3
Memphis, TN 22.3 22.6 52.7 52.6 56.4 42.2
Mesa, AZ 20.1 20.3 35.4 36.4 49.5 27.0
Miami, FL 31.0 31.6 69.6 69.9 57.0 56.6
Milwaukee, WI 24.4 25.1 59.2 58.9 57.7 42.8
Minneapolis, MN 22.5 23.2 58.1 57.2 58.8 35.8
Nashville-Davidson, TN 20.7 21.3 45.3 45.5 56.5 29.6
New Orleans, LA 23.9 24.5 60.3 60.2 47.2 49.9
New York, NY 24.0 24.8 43.7 43.6 55.7 39.8
Oakland, CA 17.4 18.4 45.3 44.7 52.1 40.0
Oklahoma City, OK 26.6 27.4 54.1 54.4 66.1 36.4
Omaha, NB 19.9 20.3 54.7 54.6 49.4 27.5
Philadelphia, PA 29.0 29.5 51.5 51.5 67.1 43.4
Phoenix, AZ 20.7 21.1 46.4 46.2 61.9 36.9
Pittsburgh, PA 32.9 33.3 59.4 59.4 49.3 41.0
Portland, OR 25.7 26.3 48.2 48.3 53.4 30.4
Sacramento, CA 28.7 29.5 51.3 51.1 50.1 41.5
San Antonio, TX 19.7 20.1 44.6 44,3 51.5 40.4
San Diego, CA 19.2 19.8 43,7 44,3 57.0 32.9
San Francisco, CA 17.1 17.5 45.7 44.7 37.4 26.0
San Jose, CA 10.9 11.2 21.6 21.6 35.1 20.9
Seattle, WA 18.7 19.2 42.6 42.5 43.8 25.0
St. Louis, MO 30.6 315 61.0 61.0 53.7 47.6
Tucson, AZ 32.4 32.8 50.4 51.3 55.7 42.5
Tulsa, OK 24.5 25.4 57.8 58.2 60.0 34.0
Virginia Beach, VA 17.5 17.8 35.4 35.6 35.4 22.1
Washington, DC 14.3 15.0 43.8 43.7 46.9 35.9
Wichita, KS 21.2 21.7 50.1 50.1 51.1 28.6

Source: 2000 Census Summary File 4 (SF4) sample data, persons for whom poverty status is determined.
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TABLE 5.4: MEDIAN HOUSEHOLD INCOME, 1999

Annual Household Income

NH White  NH White Alone/  NH Black  NH Black Alone/
City Alone$ Combinationf Alone$ Combination£ Hispanic Total
Albuquerque, NM 43,331 43,014 32,675 31,632 32,314 38,272
Arlington, TX 52,407 52,153 38,967 38,683 36,814 47,622
Atlanta, GA 61,619 61,330 23,137 23,059 36,545 34,770
Austin, TX 48,979 48,608 32,061 32,150 35,632 42,689
Baltimore, MD 37,113 36,855 26,197 26,202 31,292 30,078
Boston, MA 47,668 47,234 31,061 31,405 27,141 39,629
Charlotte, NC 56,808 56,578 33,687 33,639 38,298 46,975
Chicago, IL 49,222 48,605 29,108 29,168 36,543 38,625
Cincinnati, OH 36,467 36,296 20,998 21,082 27,623 29,493
Cleveland, OH 31,491 31,368 21,181 21,230 25,296 25,928
El Paso County, CO 47,413 47,227 37,430 37,197 34,940 45,081
Columbus, OH 41,585 41,394 29,196 28,902 33,158 37,897
Dallas, TX 50,148 49,863 27,386 27,420 31,575 37,628
Denver, CO 44,022 43,684 30,895 31,064 32,636 39,500
Detroit, Ml 28,984 28,562 29,651 29,622 30,270 29,526
El Paso, TX 46,949 46,628 36,833 36,788 27,386 32,124
Fort Worth, TX 43,222 43,102 26,609 26,647 32,671 37,074
Fresno, CA 40,666 40,209 22,392 22,490 26,646 32,236
Honolulu, HI 47,894 46,054 36,774 36,521 33,274 45,112
Houston, TX 51,830 51,467 27,567 27,512 29,650 36,616
Indianapolis, IN 43,577 43,435 30,116 30,048 35,046 40,051
Jacksonville, FL 44,388 44,271 30,022 30,034 37,497 40,316
Kansas City, MO 43,204 42,932 26,923 26,951 31,312 37,198
Las Vegas, NV 48,656 48,425 30,533 30,737 37,122 44,069
Long Beach, CA 49,418 48,900 27,623 27,675 29,359 37,270
Los Angeles, CA 51,516 50,802 27,236 27,420 28,759 36,687
Louisville, KY 33,573 33,399 19,184 19,266 20,756 28,843
Memphis, TN 41,223 41,104 26,873 26,871 34,505 32,285
Mesa, AZ 44,491 44,334 36,652 35,850 38,303 42,817
Miami, FL 48,704 48,004 17,341 17,412 22,209 23,483
Milwaukee, WI 37,697 37,585 24,400 24,369 30,281 32,216
Minneapolis, MN 42,231 41,988 25,299 25,056 32,347 37,974
Nashville-Davidson, TN 43,185 42,950 29,491 29,518 32,038 39,232
New Orleans, LA 40,390 40,168 21,485 21,501 28,545 27,133
New York, NY 50,730 50,257 31,451 31,540 27,757 38,293
Oakland, CA 57,399 56,497 31,151 31,263 38,779 40,055
Oklahoma City, OK 38,734 38,324 24,023 23,871 27,081 34,947
Omaha, NB 43,171 42,991 23,885 23,796 35,028 40,006
Philadelphia, PA 37,073 36,897 26,322 26,359 20,762 30,746
Phoenix, AZ 47,044 46,835 30,436 30,478 31,062 41,207
Pittsburgh, PA 32,692 32,462 20,095 20,089 22,407 28,588
Portland, OR 41,618 41,401 27,169 27,256 32,371 40,146
Sacramento, CA 41,003 40,815 29,641 30,010 33,605 37,049
San Antonio, TX 46,839 46,548 29,722 29,909 30,468 36,214
San Diego, CA 52,025 51,760 34,620 34,362 31,022 45,733
San Francisco, CA 65,431 64,879 29,561 30,581 46,553 55,221
San Jose, CA 76,186 75,449 58,146 58,303 55,561 70,243
Seattle, WA 49,994 49,470 32,042 31,689 35,699 45,736
St. Louis, MO 33,590 33,321 20,790 20,791 29,143 27,156
Tucson, AZ 32,866 32,664 28,814 28,080 27,463 30,981
Tulsa, OK 39,135 38,781 22,942 22,751 28,378 35,316
Virginia Beach, VA 51,323 51,195 39,297 39,161 42,314 48,705
Washington, DC 67,266 66,375 30,475 30,470 36,156 40,127
Wichita, KS 42,503 42,338 27,122 27,067 31,660 39,939

Source: 2000 Census Summary File 4 (SF4) sample data, households.
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TABLE 5.5: NUMBER OF HIGH SCHOOL GRADUATES 18 AND OLDER, 2000

High School Graduates

NH White  NH White Alone/  NH Black  NH Black Alone/
City Alone$ Combinationf Alone$ Combination£ Hispanic Total
Albuquerque, NM 171,069 174,909 7,915 8,915 88,058 286,951
Arlington, TX 137,706 140,511 25,532 26,311 19,470 198,044
Atlanta, GA 109,131 110,913 121,100 122,293 7,724 247,422
Austin, TX 276,138 281,532 35,445 36,636 75,768 419,670
Baltimore, MD 126,960 129,602 192,605 194,998 5,275 338,009
Boston, MA 234,718 240,191 70,164 76,459 34,225 380,726
Charlotte, NC 217,640 220,041 93,595 95,044 13,254 339,602
Chicago, IL 672,839 693,401 502,566 510,706 237,738 ,530,200
Cincinnati, OH 119,625 121,367 61,845 63,097 2,151 190,860
Cleveland, OH 108,312 110,729 104,471 106,120 11,360 232,803
El Paso County, CO 190,306 194,199 13,377 14,413 19,664 236,605
Columbus, OH 328,274 333,690 87,923 91,590 7,992 451,299
Dallas, TX 317,177 321,897 154,509 156,951 91,395 593,355
Denver, CO 230,557 235,455 33,183 35,307 52,778 335,332
Detroit, Ml 57,105 62,045 366,150 370,358 12,546 450,000
El Paso, TX 74,736 76,489 9,901 10,238 175,713 267,729
Fort Worth, TX 170,613 173,599 53,516 54,267 37,757 274,903
Fresno, CA 107,804 111,921 15,478 16,257 50,845 197,149
Honolulu, HI 57,052 75,568 3,753 4,692 9,356 252,514
Houston, TX 453,436 463,684 251,878 255,696 188,497 975,264
Indianapolis, IN 343,099 347,036 97,753 99,618 10,414 465,032
Jacksonville, FL 299,370 303,525 102,127 103,476 16,486 437,874
Kansas City, MO 179,035 182,301 66,220 67,790 11,361 267,522
Las Vegas, NV 191,495 196,629 24,858 26,081 31,226 271,592
Long Beach, CA 117,829 123,111 34,887 36,901 43,907 235,439
Los Angeles, CA 834,366 878,828 221,539 232,738 420,670 ,796,757
Louisville, KY 102,581 104,246 38,715 39,494 1,849 147,933
Memphis, TN 155,990 158,211 181,369 182,406 5,853 352,934
Mesa, AZ 196,422 199,046 5,377 5,907 26,806 239,464
Miami, FL 27,887 28,642 24,848 26,262 94,787 151,494
Milwaukee, WI 194,520 197,602 87,104 88,987 19,533 314,959
Minneapolis, MN 192,129 196,121 29,830 32,851 9,487 250,870
Nashville-Davidson, TN 242,776 246,294 76,162 77,596 9,122 341,721
New Orleans, LA 100,020 101,960 148,205 149,428 8,495 265,347
New York, NY 1,996,845 2,058,770 981,336 1,033,875 813,543 ,388,600
Oakland, CA 78,223 82,996 76,627 80,247 24,040 217,948
Oklahoma City, 0K 221,594 229,369 39,146 41,018 12,660 300,968
Omaha, NB 203,813 205,775 24,595 25,486 8,340 245,975
Philadelphia, PA 419,298 427,333 306,101 312,783 41,029 817,048
Phoenix, AZ 508,911 516,809 32,637 34,414 116,168 695,518
Pittsburgh, PA 161,040 163,233 46,046 47,367 2,823 221,586
Portland, OR 290,843 298,511 17,663 19,735 13,756 353,828
Sacramento, CA 120,145 125,741 31,488 33,996 31,842 226,749
San Antonio, TX 264,312 270,694 42,227 43,816 280,836 609,291
San Diego, CA 476,771 492,375 53,494 57,287 110,321 771,552
San Francisco, CA 296,234 308,110 34,145 37,271 53,488 541,591
San Jose, CA 234,217 246,807 18,546 20,332 93,106 508,991
Seattle, WA 317,733 327,590 26,192 29,615 15,681 425,344
St. Louis, MO 97,853 99,686 76,279 77,617 2,996 184,759
Tucson, AZ 196,775 200,607 11,408 12,411 69,179 294,666
Tulsa, OK 183,817 191,270 30,415 31,679 8,823 245,526
Virginia Beach, VA 202,424 206,214 43,984 45,431 9,853 275,763
Washington, DC 141,550 145,518 179,290 183,181 16,212 357,384
Wichita, KS 166,309 169,472 19,071 19,969 9,461 207,143

Source: 2000 Census Summary File 4 (SF4) sample data, persons aged 18 and over.
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TABLE 5.6: UNEMPLOYMENT AMONG PEOPLE 16 AND OLDER, 2000

Unemployed
NH White  NH White Alone/  NH Black  NH Black Alone/
City Alone$ Combinationf Alone$ Combination£ Hispanic Total
Albuquerque, NM 5,186 5,443 607 699 5,828 13,283
Arlington, TX 3,811 3,982 1,401 1,466 1,853 7,746
Atlanta, GA 8,786 8,974 17,747 17,877 1,089 29,881
Austin, TX 7,047 7,242 2,450 2,502 5,857 16,408
Baltimore, MD 5,167 5,437 24,140 24,431 509 30,699
Boston, MA 9,088 9,446 6,335 6,768 4,079 22,248
Charlotte, NC 6,110 6,290 8,118 8,268 1,591 16,691
Chicago, IL 24,732 25,949 76,410 77,364 29,437 137,421
Cincinnati, OH 4,100 4,235 7,246 7,372 145 11,892
Cleveland, OH 6,433 6,694 14,030 14,251 1,697 22,847
El Paso County, CO 5,794 6,020 864 1,009 1,216 8,520
Columbus, OH 10,184 10,511 7,134 7,635 495 19,200
Dallas, TX 8,191 8,441 16,162 16,305 13,636 39,194
Denver, CO 7,311 7,556 2,451 2,564 6,215 17,094
Detroit, MI 3,975 4,515 45,555 45,968 2,453 53,259
El Paso, TX 2,545 2,635 675 713 17,328 20,904
Fort Worth, TX 4,787 4,972 5,085 5,130 4,828 15,319
Fresno, CA 5,302 5,646 2,449 2,609 9,949 20,100
Honolulu, HI 2,396 3,342 263 331 596 10,679
Houston, TX 14,292 14,886 25,232 25,552 27,073 70,517
Indianapolis, IN 11,912 12,196 9,374 9,549 1,007 22,966
Jacksonville, FL 8,921 9,110 7,539 7,631 876 18,266
Kansas City, MO 5,346 5,613 7,161 7,336 1,032 14,226
Las Vegas, NV 7,917 8,233 2,917 3,044 4,032 16,176
Long Beach, CA 4,912 5,338 4,693 4,924 7,330 19,680
Los Angeles, CA 39,819 43,189 26,279 27,395 72,930 156,578
Louisville, KY 3,962 4,123 4,507 4,639 177 9,074
Memphis, TN 4,883 5,060 20,296 20,420 726 26,321
Mesa, AZ 5,029 5,180 383 430 2,108 8,136
Miami, FL 841 871 4,936 5,320 10,925 17,220
Milwaukee, WI 7,640 7,972 14,125 14,365 3,411 26,579
Minneapolis, MN 5,824 6,132 4,128 4,486 1,070 12,778
Nashville-Davidson, TN 7,885 8,065 5,999 6,073 986 15,634
New Orleans, LA 2,438 2,526 16,748 16,826 572 20,203
New York, NY 75,075 79,185 117,880 122,701 116,488 346,741
Oakland, CA 1,990 2,352 7,656 7,930 3,823 15,923
Oklahoma City, OK 6,322 6,847 3,629 3,824 1,549 13,078
Omaha, NB 5,055 5,204 2,387 2,544 934 8,955
Philadelphia, PA 21,653 22,212 38,362 39,084 7,281 71,582
Phoenix, AZ 16,202 16,702 3,121 3,286 14,674 36,278
Pittsburgh, PA 8,891 9,143 5,422 5,649 285 16,228
Portland, OR 13,484 14,099 2,040 2,223 1,515 19,344
Sacramento, CA 4,858 5,276 3,094 3,439 3,459 14,543
San Antonio, TX 7,315 7,568 2,833 2,968 21,384 32,346
San Diego, CA 15,340 16,247 3,802 4,182 11,035 36,358
San Francisco, CA 7,465 7,994 2,869 3,079 3,972 20,609
San Jose, CA 5,452 6,030 914 1,057 7,642 19,552
Seattle, WA 10,140 10,806 2,146 2,473 1,222 17,342
St. Louis, MO 5,442 5,645 11,919 12,190 250 18,256
Tucson, AZ 6,724 6,997 774 868 5,048 13,639
Tulsa, OK 5,875 6,285 3,035 3,167 847 10,985
Virginia Beach, VA 4,546 4,749 2,589 2,687 489 8,247
Washington, DC 7,476 7,602 20,938 21,247 1,999 31,844
Wichita, KS 5,406 5,549 1,921 2,007 1,244 9,280

Source: 2000 Census Summary File 4 (SF4) sample data, persons aged 16 and over.
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Technical Notes

Source of Data

This report presents 31 health indicators for residents
of U.S. cities with population greater than 350,000 in
1990, 2000 or 2005. The indicators encompass four sep-
arate areas: morbidity, mortality, maternal and child
health, and socio-demographic characteristics of the
population (see table A.1). They were selected based on
the fact that they are among the leading causes of mor-
bidity and mortality in the United States. Many of the
indicators are among the 18 Health Status Indicators
that were developed as part of the Healthy People 2000
process to facilitate the comparison of health status
measures at national, state and local levels.!

Mortality and Maternal and Child Health

Mortality and maternal and child health data, were
obtained from the National Center for Health Statistics’
(NCHYS) Vital Records Public-Use files which contain in-
formation from all birth and death certificates filed in
the 50 U.S. states and the District of Columbia. Mortal-
ity data are presented for the years 1990 to 2004, while
natality data are presented for the years 1990-2003.
Causes of death for 1990-1998 are based on the Interna-
tional Classification of Diseases Ninth Revision (ICD-9)
and 1999-2004 deaths are based on ICD-10.

National rates were obtained from the NCHS annual
mortality and natality reports.>*

In 2003, the U.S. Standard Certificate of Live Birth
was revised for the first time since 1989*. This revision
was adopted immediately by Pennsylvania and Wash-
ington, resulting in data for these states being incom-
patible with data from the other 48 states and the Dis-

trict of Columbia. Data related to cigarette use during
pregnancy changed from recording number of ciga-
rettes to trimester of tobacco use. In order to maintain
consistency with previous years for trend comparison,
2002 data were used for this indicator. California does
not collect maternal smoking data on the birth certifi-
cate, resulting in missing data for babies born in that
state.’

Morbidity

Morbidity data were obtained from data requests
made to local health departments collecting or main-
taining communicable disease data for the 53 cities cov-
ered in this report. Data were requested for the years
1998 to 20035 using the national case definitions devel-
oped by the Council of State and Territorial Epidemiol-
ogists and the Centers for Disease Control and Preven-
tion (CDC). Cities were asked to provide the total num-
ber of reported cases by year, race/ethnicity, and gen-
der; AIDS and HIV (not AIDS) data were requested by
year of diagnosis. Date of implementation of HIV re-
porting varied across states and thus HIV (not AIDS)
data are not available since 1998 for some cities.

Because the numbers for the above measures rely on
reported data, it is important to consider possible un-
derreporting. Therefore, these figures must be inter-
preted as minimum estimates of the true number of
cases. Methods and completeness of reporting are also
likely to vary between cities, thus accounting for ob-
served differences rather than differences in disease
prevalence.

National rates were obtained from CDC'’s Annual

TABLE A.1: REPORT INDICATORS

MoRsIDITY MoORTALITY

MATERNAL AND CHILD HEALTH CENSUS INDICATORS

HIV Prevalence

AIDS Prevalence

HIV Incidence

AIDS Incidence

Primary & Secondary Syphilis

Overall Mortality
Heart Disease

All Cancer

Lung Cancer

Female Breast Cancer

Gonorrhea Motor Vehicle Injury
Chlamydia Homicide
Tuberculosis Suicide

AIDS/HIV

Firearms Related
Pneumonia & Influenza
Diabetes Mellitus

Infant Mortality
Fertility

Low Birthweight
Mothers Under Age 20
Maternal Smoking

Child Poverty

High School Graduates
Median Household Income
Below 200% Poverty
Foreign Born
Unemployment
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STD and HIV/AIDS surveillance reports.®’

Census
Census indicators were obtained from the 2000 U.S.
Census Bureau’s Summary File 4 (SF4).

Availability and Reliability of Data

The nature of the data that were obtained for mor-
bidity indicators varied considerably. When data were
not provided, the symbol “—-" was recorded in the ap-
propriate cell. Some health departments provided
race/ethnicity categories, while others were not able to
do so. Additionally, not all health departments were
able to provide data for one or more of the indicators.
Whenever possible, unusual numbers were verified, ei-
ther by checking with the original sources or by cross-
checking numbers.

Some health departments were only able to provide
county-level data because morbidity data are only col-
lected at the county level and/or because the city ac-
counts for most of the county population and the char-
acteristics of the outlying areas that are not part of the
city do not differ significantly from those of the city.
Additionally, some cities often do not correspond to ju-
risdictions of the local public health department in
which the central city is located. For example, Fulton
and DeKalb counties, where the city of Atlanta is par-
tially located, are represented only to the extent that
the geography of Atlanta is part of both counties. Fur-

TABLE A.2: CITIES PROVIDING COUNTY=LEVEL DATA

City 2000 ToTAL % IN COUNTY
Albuquerque, NM 448,607

Bernalillo, NM County 556,678 81%
Atlanta, GA 416,474

Fulton, GA County 816,006 51%
Fresno, CA 427,652

Fresno, CA County 799,407 539%
Honolulu, HI 371,657

Honolulu, HI County 876,156 42%
Indianapolis, IN 791,926

Marion, IN County 860,454 92%
Portland, OR 529,121

Multnomah, OR County 660,486 80%
Sacramento, CA 407,018

Sacramento, CA County 1,223,499 33%
San Diego, CA 1,223,400

San Diego, CA County 2,813,833 43%
Wichita, KS 344,284

Sedgwick, KS County 452,869 76%
Colorado Springs, CO 360,890

El Paso, CO County 516,929 70%

ther, the bulk of the city of Atlanta lies in Fulton
County and accounts for 50% of the county’s popula-
tion. Thus, Atlanta city health statistics do not accu-
rately represent health conditions of DeKalb County or
Fulton County. This situation exists for several cities in-
cluded in this report. Table A.2 presents the city and its
respective county populations in 2000 and the percent
of the county represented by the city.

Most of the denominators used to calculate the rates
in this report are large. Thus, the question of statistical
stability of rates becomes what restrictions should be
placed on the size of the numerator in order to present
reliable rates and proportions. Kleinman® suggests that
a numerator of 20 is a minimal size needed to generate
a meaningful confidence interval for an unadjusted rate
or percent. Thus, rates based on less than 20 observa-
tions in the numerator were suppressed and are repre-
sented by the symbol “---” throughout the report. This
decision to use the cut-off of 20 for displaying and an-
alyzing rates, adjusted and unadjusted, is the same one
employed by the National Center for Health Statistics.’

Comparability Ratios

The Tenth Revision of the International Classifica-
tion of Diseases (ICD-10) was implemented in the
United States beginning with deaths occurring in 1999
and replaces the Ninth Revision of the International
Classification of Diseases (ICD-9). The change in classi-
fication and rules for selecting underlying cause of
death from ICD-9 to ICD-10 impacts cause-of-death
trend data by shifting deaths away from some cause-of-
death categories and into others."

Comparability ratios measure the effect of changes in
classification and coding rules. Table A.3 displays the
respective ICD-9 and ICD-10 codes for the selected
causes of death presented in this report and the prelim-
inary comparability ratios for these causes. The ratios
are based on a comparability study in which the same
deaths were coded by both the Ninth and Tenth Revi-
sions. The comparability ratio was calculated by divid-
ing the number of deaths classified by ICD-10 by the
number of deaths classified by ICD-9. The resulting ra-
tios represent the net effect of the Tenth Revision on
causes-of-death statistics. In this report, comparability
ratios were applied to mortality rates from 1990-1998 to
analyze changes in health status between 1990 and
2000. For each indicator, the 1990-1998 comparability-
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TABLE A.3: MORTALITY INDICATORS CODES ACCORDING TO APPLICABLE REVISION OF THE INTERNATIONAL CLASSIFICATION OF

DISEASES (ICD) AND COMPARABILITY RATIOS BETWEEN ICD-9 AnD ICD-10

PRELIMINARY
CAUSE OF DEATH ICD-9 ICD-10 COMPARABILITY RATIO*
Heart Disease 390-398, 402, 404-429 100-109, 111, 113, 120-151 0.9858
All Cancer 140-208 C00-C97 1.0068
Lung Cancer 162 C33-C34 0.9837
Female Breast Cancer 174-175 C50 1.0056
Influenza and Pneumonia  480-487 J10-J18 0.6982
Diabetes 250 E10-E14 1.0082
Motor Vehicle Injury E810-E825 V02-V04,V09.0,V09.2,V12-V14,V19.0- 0.8527
V19.0-V19.2,V19.2,V19.4-V19.6,V20-V79,
v80.3-v80.5,V81.0-V81.1,V82.0-V82.1,V83-
V86,V87.0-V87.8,V88.0-V88.8,V89.0,V89.2
Homicide E960-E978 X85-Y09,Y87.1 0.9983
Suicide E950-E959 X60-X84,Y87.0 0.9962
Firearms Related E922, E955.0-E955.4, E965.0- W32-W34, X72-X74, X93-X95,Y22-Y24,Y35.0 1.00
E965.4, E970, E985.0-E985.4
AIDS/HIV 042-044 B20-B24 1.1448

* Ratio of number of deaths classified by ICD-10 to number of deaths classified using ICD-9.

modified age-adjusted death rate was calculated by mul-
tiplying the respective comparability ratio listed in
Table A.3 by the 1990-1998 age-adjusted death rates."

Definitions

Geography

When using the information in this report, espe-
cially when comparing across cities, it is important to
consider how the geographic areas are defined. All geo-
graphic areas are those defined by the U.S. Census as in-
corporated cities. While these cities tend to be the cen-
tral city of their respective metropolitan area, they
often do not encompass the entire metropolitan area
nor represent a county or counties where the central
city may be located.

Most data in this report are presented by city identi-
fied on the report of the health event (referred to as “re-
ported city”), rather than by city derived from assign-
ment of city based on geocoding the street address (re-
ferred to as “geocoded city”). Using “reported city” can
result in misclassification, with the size of the discrep-
ancy depending on the locality.

Geocoding is a process by which an address or loca-
tion is assigned to a point on a map. These points can
then be aggregated to larger areas (census tract, block
group, cities, school districts, etc.) The highest standard
of geocoding is to assign latitude and longitude coordi-
nates. This process usually occurs using a geocoding

software engine (“batch geocoded”). This takes elec-
tronically inputted addresses and compares them to an
underlying Geographic Information System (GIS)
dataset (street centerline or parcel data) to assign the
point. Depending on the quality of the address data,
and the quality of the underlying dataset, not all ad-
dresses are able to be automatically matched and must
be manually assigned.

The Table A.4 shows counts of all-cause mortality
and the number one and two causes of death in Seattle,
Washington, for 2004 by whether reported city or
geocoded city was derived from the death certificate.
For each cause, the count for reported city exceeded the
count for geocoded city.

Misclassification based on reported city is probably
most likely to occur near city boundaries, where indi-
viduals may report postal addresses that differ from the
physical location of their residence. For instance, a sec-
tion of North Seattle and bordering Snohomish County
are both included in several ZIP codes. Individuals who
reside in these zip codes may reside outside Seattle city
limits in Snohomish County, but report their postal ad-
dress as Seattle. This may be the cause of the higher
counts in the reported city column of the Table. How-
ever, depending on local boundaries and other variables
(such as the perceived desirability of a location), counts
for reported city may not always exceed counts for
geocoded city.
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TABLE A.4: NUMBER OF DEATHS, ALL CAUSES AND THE Two LEADING CAUSES, SEATTLE WA, 2004: REPORTED VS. GEOCODED CITY

(A) GEOCODED (B) REPORTED (c) DIFFERENCE (p) PERCENT

CAUSE OF DEATH CiTYy COUNT¥* City Count”™ [(B) - (A)] DIFFERENCE
All Causes 4,093 4,331 238 5.8%
Diseases of the heart 989 1,044 55 5.6%
Malignant neoplasms 939 1,005 66 7.0%

* Source of geocoded city: street address on death certificate geocoded to city boundaries, Washington State Department of Health and Public Health-Seattle & King County.
“~ Source of reported city: city reported on death certificate, National Center for Health Statistics.

Race

The Office of Management and Budget (OMB) re-
leased the 1977 Statistical Policy Directive 15, “Race
and Ethnic Standards for Federal Statistics and Admin-
istrative Reporting,” which specified rules for the collec-
tion, tabulation, and presentation of race and ethnicity
data within the federal statistical system. Directive 15
specified that data on race be reported for two ethnicity
categories (Hispanic Origin and not of Hispanic Origin)
and for the following four mutually exclusive single
race categories: a) White, b) Black, ¢) American Indian
and Alaska Native, and d) Asian and Pacific Islander. In
1997, the OMB issued the “Revisions to the Standards
for the Classification of Federal Data on Race and Eth-
nicity.”

There are two fundamental changes between the
new standards and those specified in Directive 15. First,
there are five racial categories instead of four. In addi-
tion to White, Black, American Indian and Alaska Na-
tive, the racial category “Asian and Pacific Islanders”
was divided into two groups, “Asian” and “Native
Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander.” Second, the cate-
gories are not mutually exclusive, and respondents now
have the option of identifying themselves as belonging
to one or more races.

The U.S. Census Bureau is the first federal agency
that has used the 1997 standards to collect race data in
the 2000 decennial census. The Census 2000 data on
race were taken from answers to the question on race
that was asked of all people. The race data yield seven
basic categories: 1) White alone, 2) Black or African
American alone, 3) American Indian and Alaska Native
alone, 4) Asian alone, 5) Native Hawaiian and Other Pa-
cific Islander alone, 6) Some Other Race alone, and 7)
Two or more races. The two or more races category con-
sists of 57 possible combinations of the first six race cat-
egories and includes all respondents who reported two
or more races, such as “White and Black or African
American” and “White and Black or African American

and Asian.”'? Nationally, 98% of all respondents re-
ported only one race in the 2000 Census. Table A.5 dis-
plays the percent of respondents reporting single and
multiple race by city.

Since respondents were able to select one or more
races, the Census Bureau presents several tabulation op-
tions so that users may decide which best satisfies their
needs. The first approach provides the number of re-
spondents selecting only one race. The second ap-
proach provides tallies for each of the races. These are
tallies of responses rather than respondents. They are
called the alone or in combination totals. For example,
people who reported “White and Black or African
American” were counted both in the “White alone or in
combination” population and the “Black or African
American alone or in combination” population. Conse-
quently, the sum of the alone or in combination will be
greater than the total population.

Many other federal data systems have begun to im-
plement the 1997 standards starting in 2003, and sev-
eral states have begun the 1997 standards on their birth
and death certificates. During the transition period to
collecting race/ethnicity using the same standard na-
tionwide, national reports have had to deal with the
issue of uniformity and comparability of race/ethnicity
data over time and across states. The National Center
for Health Statistics, for instance, has had to “bridge”
the responses of those for whom more than one race
was reported (multiple race) to one, single race. The
bridging procedure of mortality data is similar to the
procedure used to bridge multiracial population esti-
mates provided by the U.S. Census Bureau. Multiracial
decedents are imputed to a single race (either white,
black, American Indian or Alaska Native, or Asian or Pa-
cific Islander) according to their combination of races,
Hispanic origin, sex, and age indicated on the death
certificate. The imputation procedure is described in de-
tail at: http://www.cdc.gov/nchs/data/dvs/Multiple_
race_docu_5-10-04.pdf.
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TABLE A.5: PERCENT DISTRIBUTION OF SINGLE AND MuLTIPLE RACE POPULATION BY CITY, 2000

Non-HispANIC Non-HispANIC
CiTy HispANIC SINGLE RACE Two orR MORE RACES ToTAL
N % N % N %
Albuquerque, NM 179,075 39.9 261,794 58.4 7,738 1.7 448,607
Arlington, TX 60,817 18.3 265,669 79.8 6,483 1.9 332,969
Atlanta, GA 18,720 4.5 393,588 94.5 4,166 1.0 416,474
Austin, TX 200,579 30.5 445,825 67.9 10,158 1.5 656,562
Baltimore, MD 11,061 1.7 631,681 97.0 8,412 1.3 651,154
Boston, MA 85,089 144 485,878 82.5 18,174 3.1 589,141
Charlotte, NC 39,800 7.4 494,482 91.4 6,546 1.2 540,828
Chicago, IL 753,644 26.0 2,094,898 72.3 47,474 1.6 2,896,016
Cincinnati, OH 4,230 1.3 322,003 97.2 5,052 1.5 331,285
Cleveland, OH 34,728 7.3 435,582 91.0 8,093 1.7 478,403
Colorado Springs, CO 43,330 12.0 307,877 85.3 9,683 2.7 360,890
Columbus, OH 17,471 2.5 677,041 95.2 16,958 2.4 711,470
Dallas, TX 422,587 35.6 752,553 63.3 13,440 1.1 1,188,580
Denver, CO 175,704 31.7 368,349 66.4 10,583 1.9 554,636
Detroit, Ml 47,167 5.0 885,439 93.1 18,664 2.0 951,270
El Paso, TX 431,875 76.6 127,518 22.6 4,269 0.8 563,662
Fort Worth, TX 159,368 29.8 368,453 68.9 6,873 1.3 534,694
Fresno, CA 170,520 39.9 245,380 57.4 11,752 2.7 427,652
Honolulu, HI 16,229 4.4 306,655 82.5 48,773 13.1 371,657
Houston, TX 730,865 37.4 1,198,936 61.4 23,830 1.2 1,953,631
Indianapolis, IN 30,759 3.9 750,245 94.7 10,922 1.4 791,926
Jacksonville, FL 30,594 4.2 692,931 94.2 12,092 1.6 735,617
Kansas City, MO 30,604 6.9 402,475 91.2 8,466 1.9 441,545
Las Vegas, NV 112,962 23.6 353,485 73.9 11,987 2.5 478,434
Long Beach, CA 165,092 35.8 282,849 61.3 13,581 2.9 461,522
Los Angeles, CA 1,719,073 46.5 1,888,470 51.1 87,277 2.4 3,694,820
Memphis, TN 19,317 3.0 625,147 96.2 5,636 0.9 650,100
Mesa, AZ 78,281 19.7 312,042 78.7 6,052 1.5 396,375
Miami, FL 238,351 65.8 118,017 32.6 6,102 1.7 362,470
Milwaukee, WI 71,646 12.0 514,273 86.1 11,055 1.9 596,974
Minneapolis, MN 29,175 7.6 339,323 88.7 14,120 3.7 382,618
Nashville-Davidson, TN 26,091 4.6 534,074 93.7 9,726 1.7 569,891
New Orleans, LA 14,826 3.1 465,083 96.0 4,765 1.0 484,674
New York, NY 2,160,554 27.0 5,622,575 70.2 225,149 2.8 8,008,278
Oakland, CA 87,467 21.9 299,051 74.9 12,966 3.2 399,484
Oklahoma City, OK 51,368 10.1 438,765 86.7 15,999 3.2 506,132
Omaha, NE 29,397 7.5 354,866 91.0 5,744 1.5 390,007
Philadelphia, PA 128,928 8.5 1,363,896 89.9 24,726 1.6 1,517,550
Phoenix, AZ 449,972 34.1 850,366 64.4 20,707 1.6 1,321,045
Pittsburgh, PA 4,425 1.3 325,203 97.2 4,935 1.5 334,563
Portland, OR 36,058 6.8 474,662 89.7 18,401 3.5 529,121
Sacramento, CA 87,974 21.6 300,988 73.9 18,056 4.4 407,018
San Antonio, TX 671,394 58.7 460,731 40.3 12,521 1.1 1,144,646
San Diego, CA 310,752 25.4 874,260 715 38,388 3.1 1,223,400
San Francisco, CA 109,504 14.1 644,075 82.9 23,154 3.0 776,733
San Jose, CA 269,989 30.2 598,158 66.8 26,796 3.0 894,943
Seattle, WA 29,719 5.3 511,964 920.9 21,691 3.9 563,374
St. Louis, MO 7,022 2.0 335,187 96.3 5,980 1.7 348,189
Tucson, AZ 173,868 35.7 304,188 62.5 8,643 1.8 486,699
Tulsa, OK 28,111 7.2 349,803 89.0 15,135 3.9 393,049
Virginia Beach, VA 17,770 4.2 397,829 93.6 9,658 2.3 425,257
Washington, DC 44,953 7.9 517,522 90.5 9,584 1.7 572,059
Wichita, KS 33,112 2.6 303,420 88.1 7,752 2.3 344,284

Source: U.S. Census Bureau - Census 2000 ST2 and SF1
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The main data sources used to calculate the race/eth-
nicity-specific rates in this report, namely, vital statis-
tics and communicable disease data as the numerator
and census data as the denominator, have incompatible
race data. In recognition of this incompatibility of
racial/ethnic data across systems, the Census Bureau is
conducting research to develop a data file that can be
used to implement bridging methods between these
sources and the Census 2000 data on race. Recently, the
National Center for Health Statistics, in collaboration
with the U.S. Census Bureau, released bridged single-
race estimates down to the county level.” Given that
such data are not yet available at the city-level, the non-
Hispanic race alone and the non-Hispanic race alone or in
combination population figures were used in this report
to calculate the race/ethnicity-specific rates. These two
population figures provide the lower and upper limits
for the “true” number of people of a given race that
would have been classified in that race category using
the one race reporting methodology specified in Direc-
tive 15. Table A.6 presents these population figures for
the 53 cities presented in this report.

Race/ethnicity figures for morbidity indicators are
based on reported data. While all states generally ad-
here to the national notifiable case definitions, report-
ing mechanisms, resources and systems for collecting
disease reports vary significantly from state to state.
States that are heavily reliant on laboratory reporting
may identify cases in a more timely manner than those
dependent on provider reporting, but less information
may be obtained on each case report. The ability to fol-
low-up on incomplete disease reports is dependent on
staff resources and reporting load. Completion of the
patient’s race/ethnicity is highly susceptible to these
factors. Therefore, race/ethnicity-specific rates should
be interpreted as minimum estimate of the true rate.
The percent of reported morbidity cases with “Other or
Unknown Race” can be used to assess the possible level
of underreporting across cities and diseases covered in
this report (see Table A.7). While a city may have a high
percentage of “Other/Unknown Race” because its pop-
ulation has a considerable proportion of people of race,
other than the two included in the report, it may also
reflect the fact that a large proportion of cases had miss-
ing information for the patient’s race. While the data
requested for this report are not robust enough to dif-
ferentiate between these two possibilities, race/ethnic-

ity-specific comparisons across cities should consider
the percent of cases with “Other/Unknown Race”. In
general, rates for cities where the percentage of
Other/Unknown Race” is greater than 20% may not be
comparable.

While it is essential to capture the health status of all
race/ethnicity groups, non-Hispanic White, non-His-
panic Black and Hispanic were selected due to the fact
that most of the cities in the report tended to have a
large enough population concentration in these groups
to produce statistically reliable rates. The data in Sec-
tion 2 reveal that, for most causes, Hispanic people
tended to have the lowest mortality rates. While this
may correspond to reality, research suggests that the
Hispanic death rate is estimated to be understated by
2%." This underestimation should be considered when
interpreting race/ethnicity-specific results.

Rank

For each health indicator, cities for which data were
available and met reliability standards were assigned a
rank. A rank of 1 corresponds to the highest rate or per-
cent.

Rates and Percents

As is customary, communicable disease indicators
were measured using crude rates. Mortality rates are
age-adjusted to compare relative mortality risks among
cities, different demographic groups and over time. In
all cases, the 2000 projected population of the U.S. by
the standard 11 age ranges was used as the standard for
adjustment and the 11 age ranges.” All mortality rates
are presented per 100,000 population with the excep-
tion of female breast cancer mortality which is per
100,000 female population and hence is not compara-
ble to other causes of death.

Infant mortality is presented as the number of deaths
of children less than one year old per 1,000 live births
occurring in the same year. Fertility rate is calculated by
dividing the total number of live births by the number
of women of reproductive age (15-44) in the population
and is presented per 1,000 women ages 15-44.

The city average rates and percents are the un-
weighted average of individual city rates or percents.
The average for each indicator is calculated using only
those cities for which data are available and have nu-
merators of 20 or more.
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TABLE A.6: CiTY POPULATION & RACE/ETHNICITY DISTRIBUTION, 2000

NH WHITE NH WHITE NH BLACK NH BLACK
ALONE ALONE/COMBO ALONE ALONE/COMBO HisPANIC ToTAL
9 OF 9 OF 9 OF % %

City N ToTAL N ToTAL N ToTAL N ToTAL N ToTAL N

Albuquerque, NM 223,895 49.9 230,367 51.4 12,376 2.8 14,343 3.2 179,075 39.9 448,607
Arlington, TX 198,591 59.6 203,832 61.2 45,061 135 47,116 14.2 60,817 18.3 332,969
Atlanta, GA 130,222 31.3 132,645 31.8 254,062 61.0 256,605 61.6 18,720 4.5 416,474
Austin, TX 347,554 52.9 355,695 54.2 64,259 9.8 67,117 102 200,579 30.5 656,562
Baltimore, MD 201,566 31.0 206,940 31.8 417,009 64.0 422,007 64.8 11,061 1.7 651,154
Boston, MA 291,561  49.5 300,117 50.9 140,305 23.8 151,246  25.7 85,0890 14.4 589,141
Charlotte, NC 297,845 55.1 302,363 55.9 175,661 32.5 178,699 33.0 39,800 7.4 540,828
Chicago, IL 907,166 31.3 943,299 32.6 1,053,739 36.4 1,068,054 36.9 753,644 26.0 2,896,016
Cincinnati, OH 173,781 52.5 177,483 53.6 141,534 42.7 144,770  43.7 4,230 1.3 331,285
Cleveland, OH 185,641 38.8 191,741 40.1 241,512 50.5 245,890 51.4 34,728 7.3 478,403
Colorado Springs, CO 271,734 75.3 279,961 77.6 22,760 6.3 26,370 7.3 43,330 12.0 360,890
Columbus, OH 475,897  66.9 487,638 68.5 172,750 24.3 183,224 25.8 17,471 2.5 711,470
Dallas, TX 410,777 34.6 420,044 35.3 304,824 25.6 310,185 26.1 422,587 35.6 1,188,580
Denver, CO 287,997 51.9 296,074 53.4 59,921 10.8 64,370 11.6 175,704 31.7 554,636
Detroit, MI 99,921 10.5 112,574 11.8 771,966  81.2 782,837 823 47,167 5.0 951,270
El Paso, TX 103,422 18.3 106,960 19.0 15,768 2.8 17,070 3.0 431,875 76.6 563,662
Fort Worth, TX 244,966  45.8 250,412 46.8 106,988 20.0 109,379 20.5 159,368 29.8 534,694
Fresno, CA 159,473 37.3 167,387 39.1 34,357 8.0 36,800 8.6 170,520 39.9 427,652
Honolulu, HI 69,503 18.7 103,539 27.9 5,706 1.5 8,236 2.2 16,229 4.4 371,657
Houston, TX 601,851 30.8 618,504 31.7 487,851 25.0 495,338 25.4 730,865 37.4 1,953,631
Indianapolis, IN 536,496 67.7 545,617 68.9 199,096 25.1 205,360 25.9 30,759 3.9 791,926
Jacksonville, FL 457,478  62.2 467,111 63.5 211,252 28.7 215,484 29.3 30,594 4.2 735,617
Kansas City, MO 254,471 57.6 260,692  59.0 136,921 31.0 141,182  32.0 30,604 6.9 441,545
Las Vegas, NV 277,704 58.0 287,272  60.0 48,380 10.1 51,888 10.8 112,962 23.6 478,434
Long Beach, CA 152,899 33.1 161,584 35.0 66,836 145 70,935 154 165,092 35.8 461,522
Los Angeles, CA 1,099,188 29.7 1,167,030 31.6 401,986 10.9 422,819 114 1,719,073 46.5 3,694,820
Memphis, TN 216,174 33.3 220,230 33.9 397,732 61.2 400,616 61.6 19,317 3.0 650,100
Mesa, AZ 290,180 73.2 295,371 74.5 9,377 2.4 11,103 2.8 78,281 19.7 396,375
Miami, FL 42,897 11.8 44,105 12.2 72,190 19.9 77,247 213 238,351  65.8 362,470
Milwaukee, WI 270,989 45.4 279,184  46.8 220,432 36.9 226,742  38.0 71,646 12.0 596,974
Minneapolis, MN 239,080 62.5 247,853 64.8 67,966 17.8 76,672 20.0 29,175 7.6 382,618
Nashville-Davidson, TN 371,150 65.1 378,853 66.5 146,939 25.8 150,483 26.4 26,091 4.6 569,891
New Orleans, LA 128,871 26.6 132,133 27.3 323,392 66.7 326,032 67.3 14,826 3.1 484,674
New York, NY 2,801,267 35.0 2,912,995 36.4 1,962,154 24.5 2,050,764 25.6 2,160,554 27.0 8,008,278
Oakland, CA 93,953 235 101,996  25.5 140,139 35.1 146,510 36.7 87,467 21.9 399,484
Oklahoma City, OK 327,225 64.7 340,685 67.3 76,994 15.2 81,714 16.1 51,368 10.1 506,132
Omaha, NE 293,876 75.4 298,507 76.5 51,427 13.2 54,484 14.0 29,397 7.5 390,007
Philadelphia, PA 644,395 425 658,721 43.4 646,123 42.6 659,241 43.4 128,928 8.5 1,517,550
Phoenix, AZ 736,844 55.8 754,002 57.1 63,756 4.8 70,246 5.3 449,972 341 1,321,045
Pittsburgh, PA 223,982 66.9 227,669  68.0 90,183 27.0 93,132 27.8 4,425 1.3 334,563
Portland, OR 399,351 75.5 414,564 78.3 34,395 6.5 40,209 7.6 36,058 6.8 529,121
Sacramento, CA 164,974  40.5 176,446 43.4 61,136 15.0 66,927 16.4 87,974 21.6 407,018
San Antonio, TX 364,357 318 374,557 327 74,778 6.5 78,542 6.9 671,394 58.7 1,144,646
San Diego, CA 603,892 49.4 632,533 51.7 92,830 7.6 103,508 8.5 310,752 25.4 1,223,400
San Francisco, CA 338,909 43.6 356,374 45.9 58,791 7.6 64,070 8.2 109,504 14.1 776,733
San Jose, CA 322,534 36.0 343,088 38.3 29,495 3.3 33,571 3.8 269,989 30.2 894,943
Seattle, WA 382,532 67.9 398,409 70.7 46,545 8.3 53,869 9.6 29,719 5.3 563,374
St. Louis, MO 149,329 429 153,721 44.1 177,446 51.0 180,487 51.8 7,022 2.0 348,189
Tucson, AZ 263,748 54.2 270,941 55.7 19,795 4.1 22,558 4.6 173,868 35.7 486,699
Tulsa, OK 263,782 67.1 276,741 70.4 60,297 153 64,132 16.3 28,111 7.2 393,049
Virginia Beach, VA 295,402 69.5 303,258 71.3 79,092 18.6 82,978 19.5 17,770 4.2 425,257
Washington, DC 159,178 27.8 164,520 28.8 340,088 59.4 346,083 60.5 44,953 7.9 572,059
Wichita, Kansas 246,924 71.7 253,386 73.6 38,732 113 41,738 121 33,112 9.6 344,284
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TABLE A.7

PRIMARY AND
SECONDARY

INDICATOR

AIDS HIV AIDS

HIV
PREVALENCE PREVALENCE INCIDENCE INCIDENCE

CHLAMYDIA GONORRHEA TUBERCULOSIS

SYPHILIS

City

%

5.9

%

6.7

21.4%

%

4.4

%

0.0

%

4.0

6.0%

Albuquerque, NM (Bernalillo County)

Arlington, TX
Atlanta, GA
Austin, TX

16.3%

6.0%
26.0%

2.0%
19.3%
59.9%
23.9%
19.6%

9.9
13.3%
24.8%

16.8%
32.3%

6.2%

0.3%
1.4%
1.4%
1.8%
1.4%
2.1%
5.0%
2.4%
1.1%
3.6%
1.8%

0.0

18.6%
2.9

0.3%
1.4%
1.2%
1.6%

Baltimore, MD
Boston, MA

21.1%
10.9%
16.4%

0%
7

04
71

2.7

3.4%
22.3%
71.7%
26.4%
25.5%

44.5%

1.3%
3.8%
5.3%
0.0%
0.0%

0.0

1.5%
4.0%

0.8%
3.2%

Charlotte, NC
Chicago, IL

5.0%
13.6%
44.4%
16.0%

1.4%

5.2

Cincinnati, OH
Cleveland, OH

9

1.6%
2.0%
1.6%
1.2

1.6%
0.7%
0.0%
0.8

2.7%

7.7%
2.4

0.0%
0.0%

%

Colorado Springs, CO (El Paso County)

Columbus, OH
Dallas, TX

%

%

0.7%
1.4%
2.6

4.8%
9.1

14.9%
37.2%

0.8%
5.7

1.1%
1.7

7
0

%

%

Denver, CO
Detroit, MI

11.8%
5.3%
22.8%

%

6.2

%

0.0

%

0.0

%

0.0

El Paso, TX

2.5%
2.2

b

2.3%
8.4

Fort Worth, TX

23.8% 27.5%

0.0%

2.1%

Fresno, CA (Fresno County)

Honolulu, HI (Honolulu County)

Houston, TX

0.0%
26.7%
13.6%

14.9%
7.2%
4.3%

11.2%

18.4%

0.4%
0.0%
4.1%
3.3%

1.1%

9

2.8

0.9%
1.1%
1.6%

1.39

9

8.4

2.1%
3.0%

0.0

3.9%
2.2%
0.8%

1.4%
1.7%
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Jacksonville, FL

9

6.7
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4.2%

Kansas City, MO
Las Vegas, NV

19.3% 32.8%
100.0%

34.6%

22.2%

Long Beach, CA

21.6%

%

0.0

%

0.0
62.7%

27.0%

%
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%

2.3

%

3.5

%

6.6

Los Angeles, CA
Memphis, TN
Mesa, AZ

%

2.4
26.7%

49.1%

%

7.9
18.2%
1.8
6.7%
9.5%
0.0%

0.3%
74

%

0.7

0.5%
6.6
1.3%
0.8
3.5%
0.7%
0.8
1.7%
3.4%
20.0%

0.5%
7.2%
0.9%
0.8%

4.1

21.9%

5.1%
37.0%
23.7%
11.9%

%

10.8%
0.9

%

6.1%
22.7%

6.8%
46.3%
26.2%
16.6%

0%
7

1.0%
0.0%

4.0

0%
7

Miami, FL

0.0%
5.3%
0.0%
1.9%
2.9

0,
7

Milwaukee, WI

7.4%
3.0

Minneapolis, MN

9

1.1%
1.6%
1.9%
9.4

6.1

0.7%
1.2%

3.1

Nashville-Davidson, TN
New Orleans, LA
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Oakland, CA

9

31.3%
60.0%
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25.0%
38.8%
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45.5%
4.6

64.9%
48.4%

43.0%
21.7%

9.5

%

10.0%
10.3%
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6.5
25.1%

%

%

7.1
15.2%

%

Oklahoma City, OK
Omaha, NB

16.0%
3.6
20.7%

%

0.0

0,
7

2.3
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2.6%
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%

4.7

%

%

6.4
23.7%

10.3%
9.0

5.1
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Phoenix, AZ

%

2.0

%

%

5.4

%

2.4

%

4.0

%

2.7%
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50.8%

8.4%
54.0%
12.9%
65.0%
21.0%
57.9%

17.9%
57.8%
12.5%
60.8%
35.5%
62.8%

3.0%
4.9%
0.8

Portland, OR (Multnomah County)

0.0%

0%
7

8.9

1.3%

Sacramento, CA (Sacramento County)

San Antonio, TX

6.8%
30.8%
68.2%

4.7%
11.6%
48.8%

0.0%
3.1%
6.6%
10.5%

2.4%

9

San Diego, CA (San Diego County)

San Francisco, CA

San Jose, CA
Seattle, WA

12.4%
18.2%

9.5

5.4%
6.5%

4.5

8.6%
6.8%
5.9

44.3%

%

9.0

%

%

St. Louis, MO
Tucson, AZ
Tulsa, OK

%

4.5

%

3.9

%

3.3

%

5.5

%

0.0

11.4%
27.7%
25.3%

15.3%
57.0%
30.2%

%

0.0

%

5.3

%

0.0

1.2%
0.8

%

2.1

Virginia Beach, VA
Washington, DC

%

4.4

%

0.5

0.0%

0.0%

Wichita, KS (Sedgwick County)
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Population figures used to calculate the rates pre-
sented in this report were obtained from the U.S. Cen-
sus Bureau. Figures for 1990 were obtained from the
Modified Age-Race-Sex (MARS) file directly from the
census bureau and population figures for 2000 were ob-

TABLE A.8: PoPULATION CHANGE BETWEEN 2000 AND 2005

4/1/2000 7/1/2005 9% CHANGE,
City CENSUS ESTIMATE 2000-05
Albuquerque, NM 448,607 494,236 10.2%
Arlington, TX 332,969 362,805 9.0%
Atlanta, GA 416,474 470,688 13.0%
Austin, TX 656,562 690,252 5.1%
Baltimore, MD 651,154 635,815 -2.4%
Boston, MA 589,141 559,034 -5.1%
Charlotte, NC 540,828 610,949 13.0%
Chicago, IL 2,896,016 2,842,518 -1.8%
Cincinnati, OH 331,285 308,728 -6.8%
Cleveland, OH 478,403 452,208 -5.5%
Colorado Springs, CO 360,890 369,815 2.5%
Columbus, OH 711,470 730,657 2.7%
Dallas, TX 1,188,580 1,213,825 2.1%
Denver, CO 554,636 557,917 0.6%
Detroit, MI 951,270 886,671 -6.8%
El Paso, TX 563,662 598,590 6.2%
Fort Worth, TX 534,694 624,067 16.7%
Fresno, CA 427,652 461,116 7.8%
Honolulu, HI 371,657 377,379 1.5%
Houston, TX 1,953,631 2,016,582 3.2%
Indianapolis, IN 781,870 784,118 0.3%
Jacksonville, FL 735,617 782,623 6.4%
Kansas City, MO 441,545 444,965 0.8%
Las Vegas, NV 478,434 545,147 13.9%
Long Beach, CA 461,522 474,014 2.7%
Los Angeles, CA 3,694,820 3,844,829 4.1%
Memphis, TN 650,100 672,277 3.4%
Mesa, AZ 396,375 442,780 11.7%
Miami, FL 362,470 386,417 6.6%
Milwaukee, WI 596,974 578,887 -3.0%
Minneapolis, MN 382,618 372,811 -2.6%
Nashville-Davidson, TN 545,524 549,110 0.7%
New Orleans, LA 484,674 454,863 -6.2%
New York, NY 8,008,278 8,143,197 1.7%
Oakland, CA 399,484 395,274 -1.1%
Oklahoma City, OK 506,132 531,324 5.0%
Omaha, NB 390,007 414,521 6.3%
Philadelphia, PA 1,517,550 1,463,281 -3.6%
Phoenix, AZ 1,321,045 1,461,575 10.6%
Pittsburgh, PA 334,563 316,718 -5.3%
Portland, OR 529,121 533,427 0.8%
Sacramento, CA 407,018 456,441 12.1%
San Antonio, TX 1,144,646 1,256,509 9.8%
San Diego, CA 1,223,400 1,255,540 2.6%
San Francisco, CA 776,733 739,426 -4.8%
San Jose, CA 894,943 912,332 1.9%
Seattle, WA 563,374 573,911 1.9%
St. Louis, MO 348,189 344,362 -1.1%
Tucson, AZ 486,699 515,526 5.9%
Tulsa, OK 393,049 382,457 -2.7%
Virginia Beach, VA 425,257 438,415 3.1%
Washington, DC 572,059 550,521 -3.8%
Wichita, KS 344,284 354,865 3.1%

Source: 2000 U.S. Census Bureau Summary Tape File 2.

tained from the Census 2000 Summary File 2 (SF2) 100-
Percent data (see Table A.8). Rates for the years 1991 -
1999 were obtained by geometric interpolation using
1990 and 2000 census figures.

Morbidity and mortality rates for 2001-200S5 are cal-
culated using 2000 population figures and not popula-
tion projections for 2001-2005 because the U.S. Census
Bureau does not produce city-level population projec-
tions by age, gender and race/ethnicity.

The effect on rates from using 2000 census figures as
the denominator for health data collected after 2000
should be considered when interpreting the rates in the
report. For instance, the city of Fort Worth, TX experi-
enced the largest population increase (16.7%) and De-
troit the greatest decrease (6.8%) from 2000 to 20035 (see
Table A.8). The 2005 AIDS prevalence rate for these
cities using the 2000 population figures are displayed in
Table A.9. The AIDS prevalence rate for Fort Worth, TX
using the 2000 population figure as calculated in this
report is 485.5 per 100,000 population, compared to
416.0 using the 2005 population figure. Thus, the AIDS
prevalence rate in the report is 16.7% greater than the
rate using the true population figure in 2005.

TABLE A.9: IMPACT OF CENSUS POPULATION YEAR USED TO

CALCULATE AIDS INCIDENCE RATES FOR SELECT CITIES

2005 AIDS PREVALENCE

2000-2005 RATE PER 100,000

POPULATION POPULATION DENOMINATOR
City 9 CHANGE 2000 2005
Fort Worth, TX 16.7% 485.5 416.0
Detroit, Ml -6.8% 270.4 290.1
Los Angeles, CA 4.1% 300.6 288.9
Washington, DC -3.8% 3,348.4 3,248.6

In general, if a given city’s population has increased
over the last five years, the communicable disease rate
presented in the Inventory overestimates the true rate
proportionate to the percent change in population.
Conversely, if a city’s population declines, the rate will
underestimate the true rate. This pattern generally
holds true for age-adjusted rates but the differences in
the two rates is not exactly equal to the percent change
in population. It is also important to note that the rank
order of cities with similar rates could change as well if
2005 population figures were used in the report. Rates
by race/ethnicity and over time are equally susceptible
to the magnitude of population change and should be
considered when interpreting the data in this report.
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